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LONDON, MAY 14, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tze Lanp Tuaysrer Brit was appointed for committee in the 
House of Lords on Tuesday last, but this stage was on 
Monday until the 17th inst. It is understood that, as result 
of the criticisms and suggestions which have been received since 
the Bill was circulated, a large number of amendments are likely 


to be proposed. 





Tere 1s A RUMOUR in well-informed quarters that the consent 
of the Treasury to the measures necessary for the appointment of a 
new judge of the Chancery Division is made conditional on a 
sufficient saving being effected in some of the legal departments 
to provide the amount of his salary; and this may possibly explain 
the raison d@'étre of certain inquiries now in progress. 3 





Tue Gxnxzrat Onper which we printed last week, which em- 
powers the Assistant-Paymaster-General to aceept. India £3 10s. 
for India £4 per Cent. Stock in his hands, will take effect on a 
large amount of the latter Stock. In the last statement of securi- 
ties in the hands of the Paymaster, it appears that he had then in 
court £3,852,039 India £4 per Cent. Stock. That sum would approxi- 
mate to the amount at the present time in the hands of the Pay- 
master, as the court has ceased to allow investments in that Stock. 





THERE appears to be some misapprehension among , 
to the proper mode of delivering for the use 
On several occasions recently, when Mr. Justice Norra h 
for the minutes of the proposed judgment upon i 
short cause, he has been informed by counsel 
minutes has been left for his use. Upon ing 
that the copy has been left: by the solicitor, not wi 
clerk, but with Mr. Grosver, the eause clerk. It ma 
therefore, to remind solicitors that documents intended 
of a judge should be left with his own clerk. 





Tue RUMOURS current with respect to the ' 

of the work of the several departments of the 

chief clerks, and taxing masters, to a determination on the 
part of the authorities to effect such an i We under- 
stand that the Lord Chancellor has appoi @ commi is 
ing of Mr. Kennern Mure Mackenzie, Mr. L. L. Pewserron, Mr. 
Caoartes Burney, Mr. Joun V. Lonenovuwz, Mr. Bupp, and Mr. 
Rytanp, for the —— of devising the means of ing out 
the report of Lord Sxtzonne’s committee on the subject above referred 
to. It is understood that more than one scheme is being discussed 
by this committee, but it is obvious that, having regard to vested 


most difficult task before them, that, in order 
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Commons, the chances are certainly 
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By clause 10 the Bill defines “owner” to mean 
the time being receiving the rack-rent of the land, 
own account or as for any other person, 
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to be hard upon the present holders of mortgages 


rag 
2 
— 





draws attention to the fact that vendors of 
blic purposes by public bodies, under Acts incor- 
Clauses Consolidation Act, appear to be in- 
persons on whom the Land Transfer Bill would 
uty of being registered as proprietors before sel- 
we would farther observe that the damnatory 
the effects of which we discussed ante, p. 375), 
apply to any public body accepting a conveyance, 
insisting on such vendor being so registered as a prelimi- 
The wording of clause 2 leaves room for the contention, 
vendor would in such cases be liable to pay the costs of 
i Also it would seem that in case of a block occurring, 
of business, in the Land Transfer Office, the public 
ing would be reduced to the alternative of paying 
oney for a mere contract shorn of all the attributes 
usually enable people to proceed upon contracts (and which 
—— be ultrà vires also), or of deferring the execution of 
works until the impediments had been cleared away. 
difficulties could probably be somewhat lessened by suitable 
ions inserted in the Bill at some future stage, but the 
also itselfi—why should not such sales and pur- 
be i from the operation of the clause altogether ? 
purposes of the Bill would be sufficiently met by requiring 
blic body to register if, and when, it has occasion to sell to 
8 - But to spend time and money in improving the 
facilities selling the sites of newly-constructed public offices, 
gasworks, railways, and the like, or even in setting time running 
to cure possible defects in title which purchasers of superfluous 
lands from public bodies are always willing to shut their eyes to, 
appear both a useless and a wasteful proceeding. The 
whether the issue of debentures is ‘‘ mortgaging land ” 
this same clause 2 is a further point of interest and import- 
suggested by the above reflections, and one to which we 


probably revert. 
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Ir woutp sexx that one of the questions decided by Mr. Justice 
Srrmuine on Saturday in Re Jones was not covered by any reported 
case; but the reason for this must surely have been that the ques- 
treated as being free from doubt. Where a client obtains 
order to tax, he cannot dispute the retainer of the 
as to the whole of the bill of costs, because he is bound by 

ion of retainer contained in the application ; hence, if he 
to dispute the retainer as to the whole bill, he must obtain 
order giving him leave to do so (Re Eldridge, 12 Beav. 
Thurgood, 19 Beav. 541). But how does this rule apply 
of @ solicitor obtaining the common order to tax in a 

his retainer is disputed? The client is in no way 
the allegation of retainer in the application, and con- 
is not debarred from objecting to the whole bill on the 
has been no retainer. How, then, in such a 

can the common order be improper? Mr. Justice Srmmtuve, in 
accordance with the practice in the taxing master's offices, held that 
in such a case the common order is proper. The other point in the 
case was one of fact rather than of law, but was of some general 
importance. Put shortly, the question was this:—A solicitor was 
clerk to the commissioners of a reservoir at a salary of 

15 a year, the resolution appointing him stating that this modest 
= “to be in satisfaction for his services in giving notices 

payment of rates in arrear,” &c., but was not to include 

* money out of pocket or law business arising out of the reservoir 
such as preparing conveyances or securities for money 
or defending actions.” Did this appointment 
as a retainer of the solicitor (who, during his tenure for over 
ene eae 00 ee ommiesionens, had been paid 
of costs in addition to his remuneration as clerk) as 

the commissioners? Mr. Justice Srmunve held that it 
The solicitor ago 9 said, *‘the officer . the commis- 
a yearly salary, with the expectation, no doubt, on both 
he would be employed to transact such legal business as 
commissioners might properly require, but without any 
The moral of the decision seems to be (particularly if 
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Lord Justice James’s well-known declaration in Saffron Walden 
Building Society v. (28 W. R. 687), that “there is no such 
thing and no such office” as ‘an official solicitor,” applies) that 
solicitors who are clerks to public bodies should be careful to 
obtain an express retainer on each occasion of the transaction of 
business in respect of which they may have to send in a bill of 
costs. 





Ir 1s starep that Mr. Justice Kay’s decision last week in Tom- 
kinson v. South-Eastern Railway Oo., granting an interlocutory [ 
injunction to restrain the company from subscribing £1,000 to the 
Imperial Institute, is to be appealed against. We do not see how | 
the learned judge could have refused the injunction consistently | 
with the principles which have been laid down as to the exercise 
of thie jurisdiction. ‘‘In order to entitle the plaintiffs to an 
interlocutory injunction,” said Lord Justice Corrow in Preston v. 
Luck (33 W. R. 317, 27 Ch. D., at p. 506), “ it is necessary that 
the court should be satisfied that there is a serious question to be 
tried at the hearing, and that, on the facts before it, there is a 
probability that the plaintiffs are entitled to relief.” There can 
be no doubt as to the existence of the first of these requisites in 
the recent case; nor can anyone who considers Lord Crayworrn’s 
judgment in Hawkes v. Hastern Counties Railway Co. (5 H. L. 
Cas. ——— he says that “a statutory corporation, created 
by Act of Parliament for a particular purpose, is limited, as to all its 
powers, by the purposes of its incorporation as defined in its Act ”’ 
—doubt that there was at least a probability that the plaintiff in 
the recent case was entitled to relief. We are disposed, therefore, 
to question the wisdom of an appeal from the recent order. But 
the question to be decided at the hearing is one of enormous im- 
portance, well deserving to be settled by the highest Court of 
Appeal. How far is a statutory corporation justified in expending 
its funds on objects only indirectly conducive to the purposes defined 
in its Act? Everyone knows that the great railway companies have 
for years been in the habit of contributing to objects which are 
considered likely either to bring traffic to their lines or to benefit 
their servants, and the tendency of the cases has been to show 
that such expenditure as a benevolent employer would be likely 
to make (see Hampson v. Price’s Patent Candle Co., 24 W. RB. 
754), and expenditure in pursuance of “the generally received 
method of conducting a business” (Zaunton v. Royal Insurance 
Co., 2 Hem. & M. 135) are justifiable; but we are not aware 
that the cases have hitherto gone further than this. 





We earn that the Lord Chief Justice the other day took 
occasion to renew his protest against the style of the House of 
Lords in its judicial capacity as decreed by the Appellate Jurisdic- 
tion Act, 1876—viz., “‘Her Majesty the Queen in her Court of 
Parliament.” This nomenclature was, it appears, adopted by Lord 
Cacens “in opposition to the opinions of several of her Majesty's 
judges.” From the historical point of view the accuracy of the 
description may be questioned, but it is clear that, under the Act 
of 1876, the House of Lords in its appellate capacity is not less the 
‘Court of Parliament ” than it was before that Act, inasmuch as 
section 5 does not exclude peers not having the qualification men- 
tioned in that section. It is stated in the Annual Practice, 1887 
(p. 68), that, in Bradlaugh v. Clarke (31 W. BR. 677), Lord 
Denman, a peer not so quali took part in the hearing, voting 
with the minority. 





Tue Hovse or Lonps cannot be accused of legislative inactivity 
this session. They have already sent fifty-one Bills to the 
Commons, including such important measures as the two Lunacy 
Bills, the Law of Evidence Amendment Bill, the Glebe Lands 
Bill, the Railway and Canal Traffic Bill, the Solicitors (Ireland) 
Bill, and the Sheriffs (Consolidation) Bill. Fourteen Bills are at 
present in progress in the House. 
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guilty to eight —* Joseph Edward Curteis, solicitor, 
, and was sentenced to f 
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THE INCIDENCE OF ADMINISTRATION COSTS. 
III. 


We were discussing last week the matters which are snot 
included in the costs falling on the resid personal estate, and 
we saw that such costs did not include (a) pos costs determin- 
ing questions arising with re to, an ating exclusi to, 
a hae or trust fund after it hos been * —— the alk of 
the estate.” We have now to add that the costs falling on the 
a) The aera. estate will eer include :— 

extra costs occasion legatees having assigned or 
incumbered their legacies or shares. * an administration action 
each legatee and his assignee or incumbrancer are entitled to one 
set of costs only (Greedy v. Lavender, 1848, 11 Beav. 417; Re 
Bright's Trusts, 1855, 3 W. R. 544; Remnant v. Hood, 1860, 27 
Beav. 613). ‘It would be a great hardship and injustice,” said 
Romilly, M.R., in Greedy v. Lavender (ubi supra), *‘to make 
those who retain their shares in the funds contribute to the 
expenses of other persons who, for their own convenience, and by 
their mode of dealing with their shares, have occasioned addi- 
tional expenses.” Accordingly he allowed one set of costs only 
to each legatee, and then gave the costs which the assignor would 
have had if he had made no assignment to his assignee. The 
same rule applies where the legatee has assigned or incumbered a 
part only of his legacy or share, the assignee or incumbrancer 
being allowed his costs in full out of the sum allowed for costs 
(Turner v. Gowdon, 1871, 19 W. R. 403). It is not very easy to 
see how this rule is to be completely applied in the case of the 
administration of an estate out of court, but it is conceived that 
in strictness any extra costs occasioned by ascertaining the title of 
an assignee or incumbrancer ought to come out of the legacy or 
share which has been assigned or incumbered. 

(¢) The costs exclusively occasioned by the administration of the 
real estate of the testator not devised so as to form a mixed fund with 
the personalty. Such costs are to be borne by the real estate ex- 
clusively (Patching v. Barnett, 1881, 51 L. J. Ch. 74; Re Middle- 
ton, Thompson v. Harris, 1882, 30 W. R. 298, 19 Ch. D. 552). 
There has been a singular change in the current of decision on 
this subject. In Ripley v. Moysey (1837, 1 Keen, 578), Lord 
Langdale, M.R., held that ‘‘all costs and charges occasioned by 
the will” should be paid out of the resid estate, 
although some of them were incurred in ings affecting the 
real estate only. In Pickford v. Brown (1856, 2 K. & J. 426, 
436) there were two suits to obtain the decision of the court upon 
the construction of a will, one as to the testator’s real, and the 
other as to his personal, estate. Wood, V.C., directed that the 
costs of both suits should be paid out of the residuary nal 
estate of the testator. The same rule was adopted by Romilly, 
M.R., ia Stringer v. Harper (1859, 26 Beav. 585), and by Kin- 
dersley, V.C., in Randfield v. Randfield (1868, 11 W. R. 847), 
though he remarked that “if the matter were res integra his 
tendency would be to hold that, inasmuch as the real estate went 
one way and the personal estate another, so far as the costs were 


incurred by determining the rights of the real and estates, 
prima facie, those two estates ought to bear some portion of the 
cost.” There was, therefore, a series of decisions of eminent and 


careful judges, extending over a period of between forty and fifty 
years, in favour of the view that the costs falling on the residuary 
personalty should include the costs of administering the real 
estate. On the other side there were only Sanders v. Miller 
(1858, 25 Beav. 154), which seemed to have been decided on the 
mistaken supposition that the testator had formed a mixed fund of 
real and personal estate, and a case of Barnwell v. Iremonger 
(1860, 1 Dr. & Sm. 242, 258), in which it was held that special 
costs incurred in relation to the real estate, irrespectively of the 
personalty—e.g., the costs incurred in selling part of the real 
estate—ought to be charged on such real estate. The costs of the 
suit generally were directed to be paid out of the personal estate, 
but the costs and expenses of the sale were directed to be borne 
out of the particular estate sold. 

It is not surprising that, in this state of the authorities, Fry, J., 
in Re Middleton, Thompson v. Harris (ubi supra), should have 
felt himself bound to decide that the entire costs of an action for 
the administration of real and 





estate at the hearing.” , when Re Middleton, 
popes Semrbyueesy. BB i oe before the Court of 


The rule must, therefore, now be taken to be settled that, 
real and — —— — 
a mixed fund, the administration costs exclusively relating to the real 
estate—e.g., the costs of settling the construction of the devise in 
the will—will fall on such real estate. a 
considerable inroad on Lord Thurlow’s doctrine that, ‘“‘ wherever a 
testator has expressed himself so ambiguously as to make 
to come into this court, his general assets must pay 

costs ”’ Colliffe v. Hast, 1789, 3 Bro..C. C., at p. 27; see 
Wilson v. Brownsmith, 1808, 9 Ves. 180). 
(d) The costs of investment in the ° Tan 
direction in a will to acewmulate lay out @ specified sum 
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of 
money in the purchase of land. Such costs are payable out of the 


sum directed to be invested (Guwyther v. 
on ‘ ype Pret 
specified was the i purpose 
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————— vest a sum of money in the purchase 
of stock in the name of a legatee. f 

(6) Where real and personal estate are devised and bequeathed 
as to forma mixed fund, the administration costs will be — 
tioned between the real and personal estate according to 
relative values (Walter v. Maunde, 1815, 19 Ves. 428, 429; 
Christian v. Foster, 1846, 2 Phil. 161). In the last-mentioned case 
the question es mised ON eran ee 
sho 
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both the real and personal estate will be appor- 
persons entitled to each in proportion to their 
Hf, on the other hand, a testator’s real and personal 
different directions under the dispositions of his will, 


upon the property in respect of which they have 








REVIEWS. 
COUNTY COURT FORMS. 


& Country Covrts Formutist. By Ricuarp AvsTEn DALg, 
Solicitor. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


This is a book which supplies a want rather widely felt, 
and, we are glad to say, supplies it very efficiently. It contains 
g ——— complete collection of forms for use in proceed- 
ings in the county courts, whether under their ordinary, equitable, 
special statu jurisdictions, other than admiralty and 
bankruptey. The forms commence with examples of forms in 
ordinary proceedings; then follow forms relating to the officers of 
the courts; to solicitors; to the control exercised by the High 
Court over the — owt ; and then we come to a most elaborate 
collection of forms ting to all the proceedings preliminary to, and 
the course of, and —— to, an ordinary action. 
are given forms in proceedings in actions and matters of 
nature; and, lastly, we have the forms relating to pro- 
under the jurisdiction in equity. The forms we have 
examined are accurate, and we can in high terms of the notes 
and directions which are added on the different subjects. They are 
concise, ical, and thonghtful, and collect and state with care 
and the material decisions on practical points. The work 
constitutes an admirable companion to the standard books on county 
court practice, and may be commended to the notice of practitioners. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 
LTo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


I do. not observe in the Bill, or in the remarks of the learned 
of your recent articles a this subject, any reference to the 
effect of the compulsory registration before selling (see 
} 2 of the Bill) on the taking of land for public purposes under 
Acta incorporating the Lands Clauses Consolidation Acts. 
is a matter of some importance to all public bodies, railway 
&e., engaged in carrying out undertakings of a 
mature; and the proposed legislation should, at any rate, 
it clear, by express enactment, what is intended on this 


Pi pears to be clear that all compulsory powers should be pre- 
; and the effect of requiring a preliminary registration 
in cases of an agreement to sell toa public body, before a 
could be taken would, to say the least, to very 
seriously hamper, if not to bring to a dead lock, the existing some- 
——— machinery of the Lands Clauses Acts, and great 

loss might be occasioned, without, it is submitted, any 


, Sir, in a future number you may kindly favour the pro- 
with some remarks upon this portion of the subject. 


Hp gardens, 8.W., May 9. F. H. Barrier. 
under head of ‘Current Topics.” —Ep. S.J. ] 


THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.] 
is generally admitted that the intment of an additional 
for the trial of witness causes in ae Division would 
great benefit to the suitors; but we live in days when 
” is not only talked about: it is to be realized and 
‘stadied. It is to be hoped that the question of economy 
to the interests of the suitors. There is ample 
the study of economy in other directions. The abolition of 
Courts” in the Queen’s Bench Division would enable the 
to create more judges of appellate rank; and set at 
the in —** * Fags round. The 
would keep er work of the Queen’s Bench 
additional 
divisions ; an 
work to do, and the 
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of 


7 


— — — the chambers would 
fees would be greatly in- 
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——- judges would keep down the | cotton mills 





The new judge required in the Chancery Division, I would most 
respectfully submit, should be appointed from the ity bar. The 
common law judges at present number fifteen, the chancery judges 
only five. 

There can be no a ——— * startled — it 
roposed to increase the number of the judges ; but it must be apparen 
that, although there are so many judges in the Queen’s Bench 
Division, there are so few in the Chancery Division. To get rid of 
the “Divisional Courts” should be the anxious desire of every 
economist, the more so as these courts are not courts in the 
full sense of the word. Some of the judges. might weli be taken from 
the Queen’s Bench Division to form an Ap Court No. 3, or be 

added to the present Appeal Courts No. 1 and No. 2. 

The scheme for am ing the offices of chancery taxing 
masters and regi with that of the chief clerks of the chancery 
judges I hope will be resisted. I do not believe it would work so 
wall ab th + system, by which there isa division of labour which 
is beneficial to the suitors, and to destroy which would, I believe, be 
the reverse. 

If it should be determined to give a staff of chief and other clerks 
to Mr. Justice Kekewich, and ‘‘economy” stands in the way, I 
think that might be got over by appointing only two chief clerks and 
dividing the alphabet by two instead of three; the principal clerks, 
or as they are called by classification, “first class clerks,” might be 
selected from the chambers of the existing chief clerks, and a suffi- 
cient number of second class clerks from those chambers who are 

ualified for promotion might be appointed first class clerks to Mr. 
Justice Kekewich. This might more easily be done as, by reason of 
the decline in the number of orders directing administration accounts 
to be taken in chambers, many of the clerks who were appointed to 
take, or who usually did take these acconnts, could easily spared, 
and might devote their energies to the work of the chambers of Mr. 
Justice Kekewich. JAMES RAWLINSON. 

Upper Holloway, N., May 11. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


WALBROOK & OO. v. JONES AND LEWIS—C. A. No. 1, 9th May. 


Practice — APPOINTMENT oF Recetver on Ex Parre App.iication — 
R. 8. C., 1883, L., 15a. 


This was an appeal from a divisional court ——— Wills, JJ.). The 
——_ had recovered judgment against the defendant Lewis for £108, 

t the sheriff was unable to levy execution. They accordingly applied 
to Manisty, J., at chambers to appoint a receiver of Lewis’s salary; but 
the application was refused. They then applied, ex parte, to the Divisional 
Court, who granted the application, and appointed a receiver of the whole 
of Lewis's weekly salary. It appeared that Lewis wasa managing clerk 
to a firm of solicitors at a salary of £4per week. It was now urged on his 
behalf that the order for a receiver ought not to have been made in his 
absence, and that this was not a proper case for meking such an order. 

Tue Court (Fry and Lorszs, L.JJ.) allowed the a - Fay, L.J., said 
that orders of this kind affecting a person’s maintenance and livelihood - 
ought not to be made in the absence of the defendant. The court had no 
doubt jurisdiction to make an order for a receiver upon an ex parte appli- 
cation, but that jurisdiction ought to be exercised with the greatest 
caution, and only in cases of cy. The order was borrowed from 
the Chancery practice, and it was there almost unknown to make such an 
order on an ex parte application. The mere fact that Lewis had refused to 
assist the sheriff in levying execution on his goods by declining to open 
the door to him was no ground for making such an order against him in 
his absence. It was the duty of the court ord. 50, r.15a,toseeif such an 
order would be just or convenient. In this case it would fulfil neither of 
those requisites since it gave —58 execution against the whole of 
Lewis’s means of maintenance. It would, therefore, make it impossible 
for him to continue in his it, and would thus defeat its own ends 
by destroying the very fund it was intended to receive. Lorss, L.J., said 
he wished entirely to indorse the remarks of Lindley, L.J., in Lucas v. 
Horris (35 W. R. 112, 18 Q. B. D. 127), where he said, ‘‘ ex parte applica- 
tions for a receiver ought not to be ted even after judgment except in 
cases of emergency, and it is desirable that this rule should be borne in 
mind, and not be lightly departed from.’”’—Oounser, Lewis Edmunds ; 
J. EB. Bankes, Boractrons, Maddison ; Mason § Trotter. 


Re THE LANCASHIRE COTTON SPINNING 00., Ex parte 
CONELLY—O. A. No. 2, 5th May. 


Company—Winpine up—Distress ror Rent—Laave or Court—Arrorn- 
ment OLavuse ty Mortoace—Compantres Act, 1862, ss. 87, 163. 


The question in this case was whether, notwithstanding the winding up 
of a company, leave ought to be given to the mortgagees of property of 
the company to distrain for rent due to them by virtue of an attornment 
was for £22,000 on certain 


to the com and the therein, The 
deed contained a clause by which the company attoraod tenant to the 
ovember, 1885, an order 


liquidator 


at an annual rent of £1,595. 


to wind up the company, and the official femained in 
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due * the attornment clause on the Slat of December, 1886. North, J., 
refused the application. 

Tue Court or Arprat (Corron, Lixpizy, and Bowsn, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision. Oorroy, L.J., said that, in order that such an a 
should be ted, sume special circumstances must be shewn 
the company’s creditors of the benefit of section 
163. In his lordship’s opinion the landlord was bound to 
that there wae some special equity making it unjust that he should not 
allowed to distrain, or that the premises had remained in the occupation 
of the liquidator for the sole benefit of the company. In the 
no uity in favour of the mortgagees had been 
clear from the ** 7 * —— bree mene 
of the liquidator for the joint ben company % 
Moreover, a mortgagee with an attornment clause did not 80 
favourable a on as an ordinary landlord. Linpusy and Bowszn, L.JJ., 
concurred,—Oovunsert, Buckleg, Q.C., and Phipson Beale; Napi iggt 


Q.C., and Ohadwyck-Healey. Soxxcrrons, Field, Rosse, @ Oo. for Rigby 
¢ Claydon, Oldham ; Gregory, Rowcliffes, ¢ Co., for 4. ¢ G. W. Fou, Man- 
ester. 


APTHORPE ». APTHORPE—C. A. No. 2, 11th May. 
Navat Orricyrn—Assitcnanmiry or Pay—Arracument ror Ooerts. 


The question in this case was whether the full 
Royal 
’s costa of a divorce suit. . 
expressly makes void any assignment of the deferred of 
the army, but section 5 of the Act 28 and 29 Vict. o 7, 
ments of the pay of a ‘‘ subordinate officer, 
navy,” and not to assignments of pay made by 
the present case the husband was a surgeon in the navy on active 
his rank being that of a lieutenant. The wife sought to attach his pay for 
the payment of her costs in the suit, which he had been 
and bad not paid. Butt, J., held that the pay could not be attached. 
Tue Ooprt or Arrrat (Corron, Linpiey, and Bowsgy, L.JJ.) affirmed 
the decision. Corrox, L.J., said assuming that the pay of an officer 
in the navy was not protected by statute from assignment, he thought 
that it was protected by the general law. The pay was intended to ioe 
the officer in a position to discharge his duties erly It had been 
that an officer’s half-pay could not be assigned. if 
was intended to keep the officer in a proper tion to 
when he should be called on to do 80, could not be 
that full pay, which was given to the officer to enable to 
his present duties, could not be assigned. And if the pay could not 
assigned, it would be equally wrong to attach it by order of the court. 
Livoiey, L.J., was astonished that the question should have been raised. 
If half-pay could not be assigned, it w be a startling if full 
could. Bowszn, L.J., said that an assignment or attachment of an 8 
pay would be contrary to public policy.—Counsz,, Bargrave Deane ; Searle. 
Soxrcrrors, Langlois ¢ Biden ; Bramall ¢ White. 


OHARLES v. JONES—Kay, J., 7th May. 


duties, 









Costs or Inqurerms. 

A mortgagee in possession sold the mortgaged property 

wer of sale contained in the m e. In an action 

m for an account, he admitted that £600, and that 
him in respect of rents and profits and surplus 
subsequently paid this amount into court. The chief 
cate, d that, in addition to this, there was due from 
sum of £591 3s. 1ld. The question was whether he onght 
on these two sums from t of 
whether he ought to have his costs of the inq ‘ 

Kay, ye —* could not, —— the Sa 
mortgagee his costs e inquiries. mortgagee was in the 
surplus proceeds of sale, and ought to have 
into court if he did not know to whom to pay them, or, at least, to 
them apart so as to be fruitful. He must, therefore, interest at four 

cent. on the surplus from the date of the comp of the sale.— 

ounsEL, Ince, Q.C., and Rawson ; Marten, Q.C., and Arkeoll Renshaw, 

Q.0., and Ford. Sousrrons, Mead §¢ Daubeny ; R. Blackett Jones; W. P. 
Barton Browne, 


TOMKINSON ec. —— mee ~ RAILWAY 00.—Kay, J., 6th 
y: 
Company—Arriication or Company’s Founps—Surscription sy Ramway 
Company vo Impzntat Instrrure—Utrra Vinzs. 

This case raised the question whether it was ultrd vires of a railway 
company to subscribe moneys of the , by way of donation or 
otherwise, one ee Sempeces — Ata of the 
ai greipeent Sng endant railway y, held on the 5th of March 

t, to consider a circular issued by the Executive Council of the Imperial 
Institute, which invited rail to subscribe to the funds of the 

either by wey of donation or by an 
proprietors, as they may be advised, to eubsctibe the pum. 


in the occupation 


—— which | the 
it followed | and, 


have set | the 















































































that matter would go to the examiner in rotation.—Counszt, Whit- 
$ Stephens, for Henry Hand, Macclesfield. 


BOLTON v. MILLS—Ohitty, J., 6th May. 


Practrica—Morroacor anp Mortrcaces—Foreciosure AnsoLurs—Re- 
CEIVER UNDISCHARGED. 


This was a motion for foreclosure absolute. It appeared that a receiver 
had been appointed in the action, and that the plaintiff had written to the 
stating that the receiver had received up to date asum of some 
£500, and pore some £100, and that the plaintiff was willing to 
take such amount, and any further amount which should be fret. | by 
receiver, in reduction of a sum of £5,000 found due to the plaintiff by 
chief 's certificate, and was willing also to allow a deduction to 
of a sum of £500 if the residue of the £5,000 should be paid 
at or before the date fixed for foreclosure absolute. It was stated that the 
‘was deficient, and that no answer had been received 
8 letter, and that the plaintiff had served on the defendants 
notice of the present motion. It was stated that the plaintiff had adopted 
the above-mentioned course asa means of obviating the difficulties arising 
from the decision in Jenner-Fust v. Needham (31 Oh. D. 500). 

Onrrry, J., said that although there was nothing to shew that the 
defendants had —— the plaintiff's offer, yet he should make an order 
as and the defendants might, if they thought fit, move to discharge 
the order. He would make the order more readily because the defendants 
had had notice of the motion.—Soxrcrrors, Harvey, Oliver, ¢ Capron, for 
F. C. Newey, Birmingham. 


Re MORGAN, OWEN +. MORGAN—North, J., 6th May. 


BR. 8. O., 1883, XIX., 27—Sramine ovr Emparrassine PieapiInc— 
Inconsistent ALTERNATIVE Derences. 


This was acummons by the plaintiffs, under rule 27 of order 19, to 
strike out some of the defences raised by the defendant in his statement 
of defence, on the nd that they tended “to prejudice, embarrass, or 

the fair of the action.” The action was brought by the 

of a wife against the executor of her husband, claiming to 

recover from the husband’s estate certain sums of money which they 

alleged that he had received on trust for the separate use of the wife. By 

his statement of defence the defendant denied that the husband had ever 

received the moneys in question, and said that, if he had received them, 

he had not received them upon any trust. The defendant also alleged 

in the alternative that, if the moneys had been received, they had been 

— to ths wife, or that she had made a gift of them to her husband. 

defendant also pleaded accord and satisfaction, set off, and the Statute 

of Limitations and delay. The plaintiffs asked that the defences of re- 

payment, gift, accord and satisfaction, and set off might be struck out 
as embarrassing aud inconsistent. 

Nonru, J., held that the defendant was not entitled to plead inconsis- 
tent alternative defences of fact, and that the defence was embarrassing ; 
bnt he geve the defendant leave to amend.—OCounsei, Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., 
and B. Eyre ; Upjohn, Soxictrons, Crouch, Spencer, § Edwards ; Morgan, 
Son, ¢ Upjohn. 

FRASER v. PROVINCE OF BRESOIA STEAM TRAMWAYS OO. 
(LIM.)—Kekewich, J., 2nd May. 


Pracrioe—Oders—“' Hicumn Scatz”—R. S. O., 1883, LXV., 9—Pun- 
sonaL Onpser on Liquiparor To pay Costs. 


In this case two questions arose with reference to the costs of the 
action, which had terminated in favour of the plaintiffs. The first ques- 
tion was whether the plaintiffs’ costs ought to be taxed on the higher 
scale; the second was whether the liquidators of the defendant company 
should be ordered personally to pay the costs of the action incurred since 
the age The action was of a complicated nature, involving 
the of a number of foreign contracts and judgments; the 

matter being a sum of about £4,500. 
J., b that some guide would soon be afforded for the 
.»%.9. Here there was admittedly no ‘‘ urgency.”’ 
of “im ce ’’ was not plain, it could not be confined to 
a public point of view, nor could it refer merely to the 
in dispute ; at any rate, the amount at stake in this 
to enable him to award costs on the higher scale 
- But under the head of “‘difficulty’”’ his lordship 
comparative simplicity of the case as actually presented 
the result of special industry and learning and much 
employed in preparing it for trial. He therefore made 
empowering the master to allow all or any part of the 
8 coste on the higher e, if he thought fit, on the ground-of 
“nature’’ or ‘ ” of the case. On the second question, his 
said he should have had no doubt but for the dictwm of Mellish, 
J., in Be parte Angerstein (9 Oh. 479), and a passage in the judgment in 


ere 
i 


Lea 
iste 2 


a 


Pitts v. La Fontaine (6 App. Cas. 482). However, these remarks must be 
tuken to refer to cases where liquidators were actual! y parties 
to litigation, asin the various applications in a win up, and not to 


where they were merely suing or defending in the 
name and on behalf of the company. In the latter case they were in a 


@ifferent position from that of a trustee in bankruptcy, who was always 











BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
Re BETTS, Bx parte THE BOARD OF TRADE—C. A. No. 1, 2nd May. 


Banxrvurtcy—RgaizaTion or Banxrupt’s Estare—Dury or BANKRUPT TO 
Aw 1 Regarimarion—Oontincent Reverstonarny Intrersst—Meprcar 
Examination—Pouicy or Insurance—Orper or Discnuarce—-Banx- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, ss. 24, 28. 


The question in this case was whether it was the duty of a bankrupt, 
part of whose property consisted of a contingent reversionary interest, to 
submit to a medical examination to enable the trustee in the —— 
to insure his life, and then sell the reversionary interest with the po icy 
The bankrupt was entitled to a contingent reversionary interest 
event of his surviving his mother, who was aged ey: The trustee 
had an opportunity of selling this interest for £800 if the bankrupt’s life 
could be insured, and the trustee called upon the bankrupt to submit for 
this purpose to a medical examination. e bankrupt refused. Before 
the bankruptcy he had tried to raise money upon the reversionary interest 
for the purpose of carrying on his business, and at that time he sub- 
mitted to a medical examination for the purpose of insuring his life, and 
his life was accepted, but the insurance was not carried out. The bank- 
rupt applied for an order of —*— and the official receiver reported 
that, to the extent of refusing to submit to a medical examination, the 
bankrupt had failed to aid to the utmost of his power in the realization 
of his property as required by sub-section 3 of section 24 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883. Mr. R Giffard, on the authority of Ez parte 
Bullock (16Q. B. D. 698), in which Cave, J., held that a bankrupt could not 
be ordered to submit to a medical examination for the purpose of 
insuring his life, declined to take this refusal into account, but sus- 

nded the bankrupt’s for six months on another ground. 

e Board of Trade and the trustee appealed. It was contended that 
the bankrupt had not complied with sub-section 2 of section 24, which 
requires that a debtor shall ‘‘ generally do all such acts and things in 
relation to his property and the distribution of tage w par amongst his 
creditors as may be reasonably required by the receiver, special 
ee: or trustee, or may be prescribed by general rules, or be directed 
y the court.’ 

Tue Court or Appzat (Lord Esnen, M.R., and Fry and Lorzs, L.JJ.) 
affirmed the decision, Fry, L.J., dissenting. Lord Esner, M.R., said 
that the question was not whether the conduct of the bankrupt was reason- 
able, but whether it was t within the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 Section 
28 said that “‘the court s take into consideration a report of the 
official receiver as to the bankrupt’s conduct and affairs, and may grant, 
or refuse, or s d the order of discharge.’’ In his lordship’s opinion, 
** conduct”’ there referred to, if it did not come within the cases specified 
in section 28, must be something mentioned in section 24. The question, 
therefore, was whether the refusal to be medically examined was a refusal 
to do an act within the meaning of section 24. The object of the medical 
examination was to enable a policy to be effected on the bankrupt’s life, 
80 as to give a greater value to his contingent reversionary interest. The 
policy never would be the bankrupt’s property. It would be sold with 
the reversionary interest to the purchaser. The act which the bankrupt 
was required to do would relate to the creation of property which never 
would be part of the bankrupt’s property. The act which he was required 
to do had no relation to his property or the distribution of it, but was re- 
quired for the = of adding a new value to his property. Sub- 
section 4 of section 24 made a wilful failure to perform the duties im- 

by that section upon the debtor a contempt of court, and it would 
extremely dangerous to bring within that section any case which was 
not clearly within it. In his lordship’s opinion Ez parte Bullock was rightly 
decided. Fay, L.J., differed from the rest of the court aud from Ez parte 


Bullock. He founded his j t upon the facts of the case. 
The bankrupt before the picy p to raise money on the re- 
versionary interest, and submitted himself for examination. He had 


stated that he had contracted no disease since then, and without any 
reason he refused to submit toa medical examination. Was the case 
Ly eager igenge of section 24 ae act required of him was emg 
= to his property.’ © property upon ife, 
and would realize 3 far larger sum if the contingency upon 
which it depended could be got rid of. The act was one which could be 
reasonably required, for a reasonable man would feel under an obligation 
to do it. And under sub-section 3 the bankrupt was bound to aid to the ut- 
most of his power in the realization of his property, which must mean so 
that it might produce the greatest amount of m , and this could only 
be done in the present case by a policy being No doubt the bank- 
rupt could be committed to prison for contempt, but this bankrupt. 
having taken so unreasonable a course, would be very ————— 
if he in his refusal; whereas, on the other view, 
rive his creditors of a valuable property. Lorzs, L.J., agreed with the 
pam goo to appeal to the House of Lords. On this point th 
ve was e it the 
court reserved their 
to ap —Counset, Sir B. Clarke, 8.G., and J. F. Linklater. Soxict- 
tor, Solicitor to the Beard of Trade. 
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May 14, 1887. 








Es parte BISOHOFFSHEIM, Re AYLMER—C. A. No. 1, 29th April. 


Banxaurrcy—Scueme or Arrancemenr—AprrovaL BY Cournt—ArTremrt 
TO conrsr on Trusrzx Powsrs or Trustss in Banxrurtcy—Bann 
nuproy Act, 1883, ss. 18, 27. 


The question in this case was whether a scheme for the arrangement 
the of a debtor whom a receiving order had been made, 
which had been accepted by the creditors, under the provisions of section 


18 of the Act, 1883, was one which be wed by the 
patho Hema oy ‘ Gechites 18 —— 7 cit 
the court is of opinion that the terms of the scheme are not or 


are not calculated to benefit the general body of creditors,” the court 
shall refuse to approve it. By sub-section 12, * ie, under or in pursuance 


of a composition or scheme, a trustee is appointed to the | 8° 


debtor’s property or manage his business, Part V.of this Act shall apply 
to the trustee as if he were a trustee in a bankruptcy, and as if the terms 
‘ bankruptcy,’ ‘ bankrupt,’ and ‘order of adjudication,’ included respec- 
tively a composition or scheme of arrangement, a —— or 
ae debtor, and order approving the composition or scheme.’ And, 
by sub-section 13, ‘' Part III, of this Act shall, so far as the nature of 
the case and the terms of the composition or scheme admit, apply thereto, 
the same interpretation being given to the words ‘trustee,’ * bankruptcy,’ 
‘bankrupt,’ and ‘order of adjudication,’ as in the last preceding sub- 
section.” Part III. of the Act is headed ‘‘ Administration of P Ng 
and Part V.is headed “ Trustees in Bankruptcy.” Section 168, which 
occurs in Part VIII. of the Act, provides that ‘‘ In this Act, unless the 
eontext otherwise requires, ‘trustee’ means the trustee in bankruptcy of 
a debtor's estate.” tion 27, which occurs in Part I. of the Act, pro- 
vides that ‘the court may, on the application of the official receiver or 
trustee, atany time after a receiving order has been made against a debtor, 
suzamon before it the debtor or his wife, or any person known or sus- 
pected to have in his possession any of the estate or effects belon to 
the debtor, or supposed to be indebted to the debtor, or any person whom 
the court may deem capable of giving information respecting the debtor, 
his dealings or property, and the court may require such person to pro- 
duce any documents in his custody or power relating to the debtor, 
his dealings or property, and may examine on oath, either by 
word of mouth or by written interrogatories, any person so brought before 
it concerning the debtor, his dealings or property.”” In the present case 
the scheme of arrangement, as embodied in the resolutions passed by th 
creditors, vided, inter alia, as followe:—(1) That the of the 
debtor which would become divisible among his creditors if he 
adjudged bankrupt should vest in a trustee to be appointed by the 
tors under the scheme, and that the trustee should administer the 
erty under the supervision of a committee of inspection, in the like 
manner and with the lice powers and duties, and subject to the like 
conditions in all respects, as though the debtor had adjudged 
bankrupt, and the trustee had been apn trustee in the bankru ; 
(2) that, from the date of the approval of the scheme by the court, t 
same sLould be accepted by the creditors in full satisfaction of all debts 
due to them by the debtor from which an absolute discharge in bank- 
ruptcy would release him, but that, notwithstanding such approval and 
acceptance, the debtor should give to the trustee such assistance in the 
realization and distribution of the Lary ok ae the trustee might have 
required of him had he been adjud pt and obtained his dis- 
charge; (3) that the provisions of section 27 of the os sary Act, 
1883, relating to the discovery of the pro of a bankrupt, 

far as the same were applicable, apply to the proceedings under the 
scheme; (4) that the trustee should receive such remuneration for his 
services as the committee of inspection might determine. A trustee was 
appointed, and also a committee of inspect consisting of five persons. 
The Official Receiver reported to the court that the scheme was 
reasonable, having regard to the difficulty and delay w would probably 
attend the realization of the debtor’s property, and tothe provisions 
relating to section 27; but he added that, in view of the nature of the 
assets, and the fact that the scheme did not vest in or confer upon the 
trustee any property 2r power beyond that which would vest in or be 
exerciseable by a trustee in bankruptcy, he was unable to report that the 
acheme was calculated to benefit the creditors to ae pee extent than 
administration in bankruptcy. Notwithstanding report, and the 
opposition of a dissentient creditor, Mr. Registrar Giffard made an order 
approving the scheme. 

‘Tuz Court or Aprzat (Lord Esuze, M.R., and Fry and Lorzs, L.JJ.) 
reversed the decision, holding that the scheme was not one which could be 
approved under section 18. Lord Esuzr, M.R., said 
iteelf shewed that, in order to enable justice to be done 
creditors wanted all the powers conferred by the Act, 
was honestly intended, as he assumed it was, it was 
creditors those powers. An attempt was made to give 
those powers by agreement with the debtor, but they got 
than if the matter went on in bankruptcy. But, in fact, the 
not get all the powers conferred by the Act in the case of a 
for the provisions of section 27 could not be incorporated into 


bese 
99 
n 


a scheme 
ment. It was decided in Er parte Whinney (17 Q. B. D. 238), 
thet tho ‘provisions of the eivtion’ Gould Set enforced by the 


he 
court under a scheme of arrangement, because the trustee under a 


those provisions. The scheme, therefore, gave the creditors less than 
a benkraptey would. It was not one caemaeen Ae Se Se Se 
wae, therefore, not reasonable. It was not for the benefit of the 

and ought not to be approved by the court. Fay, 

in order that a scheme sbould be 

be both reasonable and calculated 





ould, so | had, 









Sr sikects tp aan 
nation, an order obedience to which would be by pro- 
cess of contempt. The ellen of Gil sehese, wa: staal -00-O88 Se 

little away in the 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Re HOLLOWAY, YOUNG o. HOLLOWAY—O. A. No. 2, llth May. 


Discoveny—Propvuction or Doocuments—Anonymove Lerrers sENT 10 
Sourcrror 1x Acrion—Pxorgsstonat Parrvitece. 


cumstances, and the question was whether it came witbin recognized 
peeaiele Spon Shi soos ie See 
fence to the production of for 
refusing to produce the two letters addressed to the plaintiff herself. She 
was bound to give her opponents the benefit of all the information she 
unless she could swear that it had been obtained by her in order that 
it might be communicated to her solicitor for the purposes of the suit. 
Her affidavit did not say that. 
to the counsel and the solicitor, the defendants’ counsel had admitted at 


i 
E 
; 
i 
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a client to employ a tor to obtain information for of 

action. The informaticn thus obtained was really the the solici- 
tor’s labour and skill. In his — ee Se ee See 
were sent in pursuance of an request arising from posi- 
tion of the persons to whom they were sent as counsel and solicitor, 
and, Dey came Satin the: ee ee ee ee 
solicitor clien a was 

tected from disclosure. 5— 
—— 
count position as solicitor. — eee 
Linvizy, L.J ae ee oe oe nag ache tengo 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


May 14, #887- 








:—“* The law of England, for the purpose of public policy and 


has, from very carly times, said that a client may consult a 
solicitor a mean a lega! agent) for the purpores of his cause, and of liti- 
gation is pending, and the policy of the law says that, in order to 

free intercourse between him and his solicitor, the client has 
the of preventing his solicitor from disclosing anything which he 
gets when so employed, and of preventing its being used against him, 
although it might otherwise be evidence i him.’’ If the solicitor 


had obtained the letter as the result of 
no doubt as to the privi 


quiries which he had made, 
pri The question was whether, 
the circumstances, the letter had not been “‘ obtained” by the 
solicitor the of the rule. In strictness the plaintiff's 
affidavit was not sufficient. Butit must be read by the light of the admis- 
counsel, that no other reason could be su why the 
letter should have been sent to the solicitor, except that he was the 
plaintiff's solicitor in the suit, and for the purposes of this suit. Dida 
voluntary communication made to a solicitor, because he was the solicitor 
in a suit, differ from any other information obtained by him for the pur- 
poses of the suit ? His lordship thought it did not. The solicitor’s 2* 
was an invitation to all the world to send him any honest information for the 
—— suit, and such information voluntarily sent to him was 
him for his client and for the pu of the suit. The 
general fs ciple of essional privilege applied.—Covunse, Inderwick, 
Q.C., Middleton, and Lipscomb; Bargrave Deane. Soxtcrrors, Clement, 
Cheese, ¢ Green; Clarkson, Greenwell, § Wyles. 


Re JONES (A SOLICITOR)—Stirling, J., 7th May. 


Soricrron anp Curenr—Reraisgr—Oommon Ornper tro Tax—foxicrror 
APPOINTED CLERK AT A SALARY. 


Mr. Jones was, in 1839, by resolution, appointed clerk to the Com- 
missioners for the Deanhead Reservoir, without any mention of his re- 
muneration. By resolution, in 1841, the commissioners fixed the yearly 
salary of the clerk at £15, such salary not to include money out of pocket 
or law business out of the affairs of the commissioners; and Mr. 
Jones wae subsequently paid the amount of various bills of costs. As to 
some bills, however, in respect of business done on behalf of the com- 
missioners between 1883 and 1886, the commissioners repudiated their 
liability in of these bills, as to some of the items, on the ground 
ey Set authorized the business charged for in them. On the 
13th of ber, 1886, Mr. Jones obtained the common order to tax, 
but the commissioners moved to discharge the order, on the ground that, 
as the retainer of Mr. Jones was disputed, the order was not a proper one, 

Srrauine, J., in the question, said that it was settled that, 
where it was the client who obtained the common order to tax, he could 
not the retainer as to the whole bill, though he might do so as to 

items; if he desired to dispute the whole bill he must obtain 
enabling him to do so. There was no authority precisely 
where the solicitor obtained the common order; it became 
therefore, to consider what was the reason for the rule 
of the client who had obtained a common order to 
(8 Beav. 266) the rule was thus laid down: 
the common order for taxation may object, 
of retainer, to any items of the bill, except 
admitted the retainer by his petition. This 
merely founded on the admission of retainer 
the client to make to obtain the common 
the solicitor obtained the order the client was in 
on of retainer (on the part of the solicitor). 
that when the solicitor obtained the order 
, and consequently that the client might 
ground of want of retainer. His lordship 
practice of the taxing masters was in accord- 
case, therefore, he was of opinion that the 
per and ought to stand. 


ere discussed in argument, and his lordship, by 


agreement, his opinion upon them. They were as follows :—It 
tended on behalf of Mr. Jones, in respect of other items, that his 
was a retainer of him as solicitor to the commis- 
other hand, regarded them as disbursements by him 
solicitor, he not having been retained, and urged that 
they brought into the bills of costs. His lordship was 
of opinion that, that the resolution of 1839 was a retainer of 
him as solicitor, he became by the resolution of 1841 simply the officer of 
that during the time over which the bills ex- 
appointment as clerk was not of itself a retainer. As to the 
items, his lordship was of opinion that -_ could 
of costs, as the business in respect of which 
beyond the powers of the commissiouers.— 

. BSoxnrcrrors, Gregory, Roweliffe, 4 Oo. ; 
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un., to be assistent ju of the Mayor’s Court in succession 
to the ana Bonde, and eat the Lord Chancellor has 


. Sarita 
ee © appointment. The matter is now in the 
City Courts Committee of the Corporation, who 
dealing with the in uence of 
intment of 4 anent assistant judge in 
The Attorney-General has given an o 
view. The committee have therefore 
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not to make the sppointment of an assistant 





LAW SOCIETIES. 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly pores fe the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law I ion, Ohancery- London, on Wednesday, 
the 11th inst., Mr. Sidney Smith in the chair. other directors t 


were—Messrs. H. Holland Burne (Path), H. Morten Cotton, Bemuel 
. H. Sage, 7: ie Morrell (Oxford), 
Henry ue ye Mee 8. 5* oolbert. 


R. Pennington, T. W , and 
J. T. Scott (secretary). A of 2 was distributed in grants of 
relief, thirty-four new members were admitted to the and 


each) can now be obtained for the anniversary festival of the association, 
to be held at the Hotel Métropole, on Thursday, June 9, when Mr. E. J. 
Bristow is to preside. 


THE LIVERPOOL BOARD OF LEGAL STUDIES. 


The annual m of this board was held on the 10th inst. in the Law 
peg Oe ae e chair being taken by Mr. W. A. Jzvons, chairman 
of the a 

The report shewed that the session there had baen three eourses 
of lectures, the subjects of the being the law of real property, 
— principles of equity, and law of trusts and law of torts. The 

urers appointed were Mr. T. Williams, LL.B., Mr. J. 8. 
Seaton, B.A. (first class honours B.O.L. examination), and Mr. reg 
Fraser, M.A., LL.M. The attendance at the lectures were hi S 


factory, the average at each course being fifty, thirty-two, and -three, 
respectively, whilst the numbers present at the examinations, hela upon 
the conclusion of each course, were eighteen, ten, and nine, vely. 
In addition to the lectures classes were held, and these were 
regularly attended by the students, many of whom answered the papers 
which were, from time to time, set by the lecturers. The con- 


dition of the board appears to be sat , there being a credit balance 
of about £45. The board, however, are appealing for increased subscrip- 
tions to enable them to extend the present scheme of — both as 

the number of lectures each course and also in the direc- 
tion of providing lectures on addi subjects. 


The Oxareman, in submitting the report to the meeting, pointed out 
that the systematic teaching of law was a matter of quite recent date. 
The credit seemed to belong to the Incorporated Law Society of the 
United Kingdom for having made the first attempt to establish an 
approaching to a complete system of instruction in law by lectures. 

ese lectures were naturally confined to the practical d ts of 
law. In 1868, however, an tation arose among 80 for the 
establishment of a general law school, afterwards called a law university. 
beh pet mete thee one be remem Hahn A oe! poy Magan rere ,8 
society called the Legal Education Association was formed mo 
of the Judges and the bar, and the presidency wes staapied By to pre, 
of the ju and the 4 2 ency was e - 
sent Earl of Selborne, then A — The * involved 
the up of the control of | education by the bodies then in- 
trusted with it—namely, the Inns of Oourt and the Law 
Society, the former of which gave no encouragement to the ect and 
the latter very little. The public took no interest in subject 
and so nothing was accomplished. As regards Li an attempt was 
shortly afterwards made to establish a law school. lectures failed to 
be self-supporting, and after two or three years were abandoned. The 
matter was, however, in a few years revived by the law students them- 
selves, who, through their association, engaged and paid lecturers, but 

equate to do more a few courses of 

lectures, which did not —* to coverthe whole ground. The chairman 

went on to point out that the at the of the board were in- 

sufficient to meet the —— and the board were, therefore, 

a al for increased subscriptions. The chairman con- 

cluded by e the hope that the board ¢ be enabled to extend 

its lectures so as to supply a complete course of instruction extend- 
ing over a three years’ curriculum. 

Professor MacOum (University College, Liverpool) then addressed the 
meeting, stating the a it had been to the University College to co- 

the legal in Prac ae grog scheme, and expressed the 

hope that the t soon be to extend its usefulness by the 

prsameye mig lectures on more theoretical subjects connected with the 
ly of law. 


aa age Kenton Sete oes ee ees 
. BF. Tayror expressed their approval of the 
work of the and wished it success. , 

The Cuareman then presented the to the following successful 
students :—G. W. Edwards (two ), F. U. Lewis (two prizes), 


The proceedings were brought to a close with a vote of thanks to the 





— J — 





ig Boone at — 2* under the Ii adh and con- 
lidati a St Which 
Exchequer has promised TANG the Bay tu taperetioes fet for 


one year will be fixed at one penny. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 
The following candidates (whose names are in al 
examinati 


successful at the intermediate 
1887 :— 


Affieck, Alexander 

Anderson, Robert Roderick 

Anderson, William 

Arden, Thomas Hollins 

Arnould, Ernest Joseph Alfred 
Frederick Lewis 

Avery, —- 


Bacon, Henry 

Baker, Robert Benjamin 
Baldwin, Robert 

Barber, Richard William 
Barker, Lionel Robert 
Battersby, Robert 

Beningfield, Ellington Nicholas 
Bennett, John 

Bentley, Joseph Arnold 

Bevan, Percy 

Bilsborough, James 

Bishop, Herbert Edwin 

Bolton, Henry Lushington, B.A. 
Braithwaite, Henry 

Bromley, Rupert Fitz Roy 
Broughton, Urban Richard 
Brown, George William Frederick 
Buckland, Richard William Bowry 
Bull, William James 

Bunting, Milward Dethick 
Bunting, Walter Sampson 
Burch, Alfred Christian 
Burrows, Harold 

Calvert, Edward Wood 

Carter, Norton 

Ceely, Alexander Robert Arthur 
Charlesworth, Charles Percy 
Clark, Edward George 

Clark, Frederick Joseph, B.A. 
Clarke, Thomas Will 

Clifton, Arthur Bellamy, B.A. 
Cobb, John Austin 

Co ey, Herbert Charles 

Co lingwood, William George 
Or esswell, Henry Albert 
Currie, Cecil Edmund, B.A. 
Davidson, Edward Chambers 
Davies, George Duke 

Davies, Leonard Gaskell 

Davis, Frank 

Dobell, Percy, B.A. 

Keginvon, John Peppercorn 
Ellis, Evelyn Campbell 

Eve, Oharles Henry 

Ewbank, Charles Augustus 
Fish, George Alfred Briggs 
Fisher, William Swann 
Fletcher, Thomas 

Forbes, Alexander Staats 
Forster, John George 

Fossick, Alfred, B.A. 
Freshfield, Edwin Hansen, B.A. 
Gascoigne, Frederick Middleton 


phabetical order) were 
ion held on the 21st day St Apel, 


Humpbreys, Francis J BA 
Hunt, Albin Li —— 
Iveson, Arthur P 


—— Harold Rngroso 
Tac Herbert 


Letchford, Sydney Robert 
Lewis, Charles Thomas 

Lindsey, 

Lodge, Albert Edward 

Lowe, Dudley Francis 

Lumley, Claude Basil 

Lunnon, Frederic John, M.A. 
Lydekker, , B.A. 

Lyle, Horatio Peers 

McAlpin, Kenneth 

Marsden, Charles Westall 
Marsh, Frank 

Mattley, Robert Dawson 
Mawson, Henry, LL.B. 
Mayhew, Percival Sumner 
Mayo, Henry Herbert Worsfold 


Meredith, Arthur Higgins 


—* eH Barnsley, B,A., LL.B 
orton, Harry . P > 
Mote, Frederick John 
Mutlow, Alfred Tombs 
Nichols, Robert Howey 
Nicholson, William Edward 
Ugle, John Bertram, B.A. 
Orgill, William Lownes, R, A. 
Paine, William Henry, B.A. 
Parkes, Harry Rutherford, B.A. 
Parkyn, Joseph Atherton 
Pearson, Frank Shakespeare 
Pearson, Lewis Henry 
Peckham, Arthur Maitland 
Phelps, Philip William Frow1 
Pinder, John Robert 
Platt, Rowland 
Price, Herbert Damarell 
aa Walter John 

uincey, Augustus Evel 
Ravenor, Henry Temple 
Richardson, William James Lewes 
Rideout, Edgar Howard 


Robinson, Ernest Keen, B.A. 
Robinson, William James 


Rogers, Charles 
Rogerson, George Foster 


Rose-Innes, ay 
Gilling, Henry Thomas, B.A., LL.B, Ross, Thomas Kelk 


Glover, Francis 
Gratton, Herbert Sterland 
Green, William Thomas 
Halford, Harry Sebastian 
Hardy, William Hunter 
Harper, George Povey, M.A. 
Harris, Henry Haden 
Hart, Albert Denison 
Hayfield, Charles 
Herbage, Percy George 

* Ainslie 
Hind, Herbert 
Hirst, Francis Joseph, B.A™ 
Hoare, Charles Henry 
Hobbs, Edward 
Hocking, Thomas Richard 
Hodding, George Montague 
Hole, Francis 
Holt, James William 


Hoyle, Charles Collin 
Hughes, Rowland 
strong, B.A. 


Thomas Arm.Swindells, 


Rothery, Herbert Edward 
Sample, Harold Ward, B.A. 
Sang, John Hermann 

Scott, Edward 

—— Walter Hay 

Shorland, Maitland Arthur, B.A. 
Simmons, Harold Solomon 


—R— 
, Lewis Cobden 
seen John Charles Moreton 
Tillett, Lewis Jobn 
Toe Coen 
renam, 
Trenfle —— 
er, 
Vicary, Edward 
Walker 


Ware, Charles Martin John, B.A. 
Warner, Henry Leonard, B.A. 





—— 


Foran Exasanation, 


The following candidates (whose names are in al order) 
successful at the final exam held on the 19th and 20th 
1887 :— , 

Adams, William Henry, B.A. frons, 

te, William Jacobs, Lewis David Henriques 

en, David James, Henry Ernest 
Arnold, Alfred James, Thomas 
Banks, John Edward Jekyll, Arthur Joseph 
Barnard, Lionel Henry ohnson, John 
Batchelor, Arthur George Stephens Kelsall, Samuel James, B.A. 
Beaumont, Arthur Morton, B.A. Knott, Fw 
Beck, F Walter Large, 
Bell, Thomas —— Benjamin 
Bennett, Thomas, B.A., LL.B Lewis, James 
Black, James Henry Lewis, —— 
Bo Charles J Whit Lloyd, William M 

e 
— ey, Benj B.A.,LL B. Lomax, Thomas — 
ce, Lord, Arthur Edward 

Bradley, C Septimus Luff, John Montagu George Aine, 
Brown frederick Wiliam Laxton, Arthur Philip 

wn, 
Brown, Henry Harold Donald 

vert, Thomas Octavius 
Chester, Edward Grenado Mason, Elliot 
Clarke, Thomas Matthews, Robert Edwin Ernest 
Cl , Thomas os Sydney 
Coles, Frederic William Mawson, Isaac Hoiaco 
Corlett, William Ernest Mills, Harry, B.A. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
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Thorpe, William Welch, Alfred Bassett Starbuck 
Treasure, Whitefield, Henry 
Underbill, John Edward Wilkinson, William Thomas 
sey, Annesley son, Frank Heron 

Wade, Arthur Edward Winckworth. Lewis Herbert 
Ward, James George Wire, Cecil David Travers 

‘are, Francis Woulfe, Algernon Thornton 
Waterhouse, Thomas Francis Yarde, John Edward Whidborne 
Watkins, Harry Yearsley, Charles Pryce 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epwarp Urrsrmorz Busy, barrister, who has been appointed 
Recorder of the borough of Dartmouth, in succession to Mr. Albert 
— — resigned, is the eldest son of the late Mr. Edward 

— He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple 
in Michaclnu ‘erm, 1860. He practises on the Western Circuit and at 
the Hampshire, Portsmouth, and NSouthamipten, Sessions, and he has been 

for several years a revising barrister. 

Mr. Jon Wi11am Downer, Q.0., Prime Minister and Attorney- 
General of South Australia, has been created a Knight Commander of the 
Order of St. Michael and St. George. Sir J. Downer is a Queen’s 
Oounsel for the colony, which he has represented at the Colonial Confer- 
ence. 


Mr. Wriu1am Francis Fiviason, barrister, has been elected a Bencher 
of the Middle Temple. 

Mr. Sarvap Manuvup, barrister, has been appointed a Judge of the 
High Court of the North-West Provinces of India. Mr. Justice Mahmud 
‘was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1872. 


Mr. Cuantes Epwarp Poruzcary, solicitor, of 26, Basinghall-street, has 
been & er to administer Oaths in the Supreme Oourt 
of Judicature. 


Mr Lawrance Rionanpe, solicitor (of the firm of Richards & Richards), 
of Swansea, bas been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Oourt of Judicature. 


Mr. Rozznr Szzps, LL.D., Q C., has been appointed Queen’s Advocate 
in Ireland, in succession to Mr. William Heury Kisbey, Q.C., who has 
been appointed County Court Judge and Chairman of Quarter Sessions 

counties of Armagh and Louth. Mr. Seeds is an LL.D. of Triaity 
College, Dublin. Be was called to the bar in Ireland in 1857, and he 
became a Queen’s Counsel in 1877. He practises on the North-East 


PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 


Wim Simpson and Epwarp Reorwatp Extror, solicitors (Simpson & 
Elliot), Malton. The said practice willin future be carried on by the said 
William Simpson alone. January 1. [ Gazette, May 6.] 


GENERAL. 


In the House of Commons on the 5th inst. Mr. 8. Buxton asked the 
Secretary to the in how many instances during the year: 1884, 
1885, and 1886 the of the Attorney-General was obtained in cases 
of non-contentious business. Mr. Jackson said :—The opinion of the 

Attorney-General and Solicitor. General was obtained in non-contentious 
business in 1884, in 350 cases ; in 1885, in 405 cases; in 1886, in 360 cases. 
These do not include consultations or the numerous cases in which 
of the Attorney-General or Solicitor-General has been taken 
by the various ts of the State by means of personal inquiry, or 
in formal letter; nor do they include cases decided by the Attorney- 
General as to licences in mortmain or cases referred to him for direction 
under the Public Prosecutions Act, nor hearings under the Patent Act. 


F 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURL. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 











Dave.; APPEAL AprzaL CourT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 1. No. 2. Oo ; 
May 16 Mr. Mr. Ward Mr. Koe Mr. Clowes 
17 vie King Jackson Pemberton 
18 Beal Ward Koe Clowes 
~ 19 poet King Jackson Pemberton 
— SO Ward Koe Clowes 
21 Godfrey King Jackson Pemberton 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Norrs. STIRLING. On. 
» May ............16 Mr. Mr. Godfrey Mr. Lavie 
gale U tobcocess AU Leach Carrington 
— Pugh Godfrey Lavie 
sees 19 Leach Carrington 
— sesceccoseee 20 = Godfrey Lavie 
— ·*8 Leach Carrington 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gagette.— FRIDAY, 

JOINT STOCK —— 

LIMITED IN 


winding u 
+ pag _ 
arday, May 14: Chitty, 
salar ti Lome. ~ Peta} 7 ted 
OHORE Co, B aig 
before Stirling, eer A — EF 
UNT Luwtrep.—Petn for 
Srna ta be Lenn \otues Marth 3. yy 4. 
We aoe —— Petn for vaya — 
7 i, winding up, , 
to be héard before Kay, J., on 14. & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
= y, J., on Saturday, May 


pad By 
Mev SS, 


artes 
Foss & Ledsam, 


YORKSHIRE AERATED WATER Loarep.—Petn for resented 
April 30, directed to be heard 5 ig et A Theo-~ 
bald’ srd, Bedford row, agent for Milling, Leeds, ‘or petner 


London Gaszette.—TUESDAY, Mi 
JOINT STOCK COMPAN 


In CHANCER’ 
Apam Eyton, LuoaiTep.—North, J, hes f fixed i Tuesday, May 17, at 12, at his cham- 
bers. for the appointment of an official liqui 
BOLTON AND PARTNERS, LimiTED.—Petn ee - winding up, presented May 7, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J, on Saturday, May 21. Milward & Co, 
New sq, Lincoln’s inn, petners in person 
— — GoLD MINEs OF Muraros, Le, - tp for — * * 
sen directed to be heard ‘ore North, on urday, May 
McDiarmid & Teather, Sarena 's ct, solors for 
ELEcTRIC PORTABLE BATTERY AND Gas IGNITING Luirep.—Petn tor winding 
up, — op § 7, directed —* be —— before Chitty, J,on Saturday, May 
or for 
—— tp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
nd addresses and culars of their debts or 
upon the debts Friday, ig Ae 24, at 12, is 
and claims 
pee fx fixed — May 2), 
., has ficial Hgnidator May 20, at 1, at his 
uidator 


* 





up, presented 
21. — 
= Manchester, 


WELL RUBBER Oo, LniTED.—Petn for wirding up, presented 
to be heard before Ohitty, J,on May 21. Brook, & Co, Baring- 


7 directed 
hall st, solors for 
vat Horet Co. Luwrrep.—Petn for windin YA | een 
Chancery 


. LiwiTep.—Petn for 
Mop A directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on —— Sox =. 
& Co, Bedford row, agents for Addleshaw & & “Warburton, 


Sutton CoLDFIELD 
ay 6. directed to be heard before Kay, J, on May 21. Wynne 
4 for Gorst, Liv: , eolur for petners 
UNIVERSAL ConTRACT CoRPORATION, LIMITED.—North, J, has fixed S—— 
May 19, at 12, at his chante fm for the J Disko of an official liqui: 


FARTHINGHOR BENEFIT oa. jt Northampton. 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day oF CLA. 
London Gazette.—TuEspayY, April 26. 
Fistiey, Moxtik, Ge Gent. May 17. Bignold v Bignold, 
Luke, Chelsea, — Cine Belew. May 15. 
J. Chapman, London wall ‘i 


v Miller, Stirling, 

MoRLEY, Wii126%, Brampton, "Derby, * otter. May 24. 2* & Evans’ 
Union Bank v Pendleton, Stirling, J. Kingsford, Dorman, & Co, Essex st, 
strand, for Shipton, Hallewell, & Co. Chesterfield 

London Gasette.—Fripay, April 29. 

EXRENSPERGER, CONRAD, Laurence — —1— lane, Merchant. May 27. Spence 

v bg ne Chitty, J. Francis, Austin friars 

EDWARD pee ef Somerset. May 23. Thynne v 8t Maur, Chitty, J, 


ADOLPHUS, 
Deverell, Lincoln’ 
London Gasette.— TUESDAY, May 3. 
— —— — BROUGHTON —* Ww out. dee 1. — v 
ckenson. Dangerfiel Blyth, haring cross, or 
oth & Bartiogs Sherborue, | Dorset 
F — a May 25. Haswell v 


Privy iteses” Junei. Bramston v Townsend, North, 
— — — 


BIGNOLD, WILLIAM ATKINS, 
orth, J. Langlois & Biden 
MILLER, JOSEPH, New * 8t 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or CLAEM. 
London Gasette.—TuxEspay, April 26. 
ANDERTON, Exiza, Sheffield. June 30. Burdekin & Co, Sheffield 
— Lvorvus, Rev, Matlock Bath, Derby, Olerk. June 7. Harzis, Coleman 
— — Mrs Mary E1izaBEeTu, Westerham, Kent. June 1. Bennett & Co, 


New sq, Lincoln's inn 
Bruton, LEonakp, Bristol. June8, Wise, Bristol 


BrYDGEs, SaRaH, Leominster, Earthenware Dealer. May 21. Robicson & Son, 


Copp, HRAM. Brixton rd, Patentee. June 4. Wilson & Co, Corthall bldgs 


Comyn, Rev Horatio NELSON Wri114M, Brunetead Rectory, Norfolk. May 18. 
Overbury & Gili N 

OoRRIGAN, SUsANNa, Liverpool. May 31. Steinforth, Liverpool 

Drxon, Frances Mary, Leeds. May 3i. Ourry, Cleckheaton, vii Normanton 

Epwanrps, Emran, Cardiff. June1. Jones, Cardiff é 

Ex1is, ARTHUR Arnus, Olerk, Stotfold, Bedford. May 31. Veasey & Co, Baldock 

Fovcxen, Henry, East End, Finchley, Retired Dairyman. June 1. Wells, 
Paternoster row 





| 
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Gownror, Rionarp, High st, Whitechapel, Gent. May si. Gardner, Leadenhall 
Hawt, Saran Ann, Sandal Magna, York. June7. Fernandes, Wakefield 

mw, CHARLES Leste Baris, Prince-Town, Devon, Esq. June 1. 

Stephens & Co. Plymouth 

Haxzxer, Franogs Priscitia, Church Aston, Salop. June1. Brandon, Essex st, 
Hazy, Saran, Thorne, York. Junei. Taylor & Newborn, Epworth 
Hotroyp, Tomas, Huddersfield, Tailor. July 1. Bottomley, Huddersfield 
Huts, Rev Jous, Ragiastifie, Durham, Clerk. June 8. Hunton & Bolsover, 


on-on-Tees 
Burson, — Lowndes st, Belgrave sq, M.D. May 28. Hanbury & Oo, 
ew Broad 
Inman, Epwix, Lymington, Hants, Shipbuilder. May 25. Moore & Co, Lyming- 


ton, Haute 
Inman, Grorez, Lymington, Shipbuilder. May 25. Moore & Co, Lymington 


Lawagems, Jo oy Littlebourne, Kent, Licensed Victualler. May 24. Hilton, 
Can’ rb 
LEADER, Bums, 4 Sheffield. June 30. Burdekin & Co, Sheffield 


Lo@aNn, ELIZABETH, Cheltenham. June4, Winterbothams & Gurney, Cheltenham 

Lust. Henry, Fallowfield, nr Manchester, Accountant. June 1. Ormerod & 
Alien, Manchester 

Mann, CaMILLa Vicroris, Sydney, N.S.W. Junei. Fraser, Lombard st 

MoNtven, Huney, Oxted, Surrey, Barrister. June 2%. Ormerod & Allen, Man- 


ester 
Noort, JonN, Redberth, Pembroke, Farmer. May 27. Leman & Oo, Lincoln’s inn 


Povutton, WiLLIaM, Leominster, Painter. May2i. Robinson & Son, Leominster 
REEVE, ApsaLomM, Roydon, Norfolk, Keeper. May27. Garrod, Diss 
Situ, Josep CHARLES, Southport, Gent. May 14. Whitworth, Manchester 
Swans, Rev SaMvEL Ereke, Carlton, nr Nottingham. May 31. Burten & Eking, 
Watxins, Ggores Warxin, Liwyny Beal, nr Liandovery, 0 rthen, Esq. 
Juve4. Jones & Son, Crosby 
Wis9x, Gonos, Lindam ter, Line Gent, Senet, — 
, jun, 
Woops, Sarak, Sou southwell, Nottingham. June4, Brewster, Nottingham 
London Gazette.—FRipay, April 29. 
BarTON, ZEPHANIAH, Shanghai, Marine Surveyor. June2?4. Hughes & Co, New 


BatTEs, ed Angus ter, Sheffield. Junei. Younge & Oo, Sheffield 

ea ee ae Vere st, Cavendish sq, Confectioner. June 7. Stileman & 
BuLiawy, MARGARET ; Devonshire rd, Balham. May 27. Bertram, Nor- 
BEnTINcK, GuoRGE WILLIAM PIERREPOINT, Tenington, Norfolk, Esq. June 1. 


Davidson & Co, Coxing arias 
— Roman Oatholic Bishop, Hexham. May 27. 
itter & Harvey Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Brooxs, O#aRLES, Wandsworth rd, Chemist. May 2i. Copp, Essex st, Strand 


Baowy, Cae & Merge Stmanoum, Hans pl, Sloane st, Esq. June 4. Matthews, 
WriiaM, st, Pimlico, Builder and House Decorator. May 28. 


oeed. Lane Leurence Pountney hill 
CARROLL, —— Tib st, Manchester, Tin-plate Worker. May 30. Dixon, 


CLARKE, oe 34 Royal Naval Hospital, Gt Yarmouth, Commander. June 1. 
Hallett & Spottiswoode, —— st, ‘Charing crosa 
CorEs, —— —— —— Harriet, B —8 Juue 15. Bennett & Co, New 
4 n’s 
—— ILLIaAM EpMunps, Battersea Park rd, Draper. May 21. Oopp, Essex 
st, 


— —— St Helens, Lancaster, Grocer. May 381i. Barrow & Cook, St 


Gorpon, Mary Ann, Fentonville st, Sheffield. Clegg & Sons, Sheffield 
GREENSLADE, Sakau Frances, Preston Plucknett,Somerset. June #4. Perham, 


Br 
HARKER, — Lzxs, Church Aston, Salop. May 18. G.8. & H. Brandon, 
Heap, JouN, — Underbank, Bacup, Lancaster, Engineer. May 21. Stott, 
Husxera, EDWARD FLEETWooD, North Meois, Lancaster, Esq. June 4. Buck 
& Co, Preston 


ar 4 ALFRED, Branksome Wood rd, Bournemouth, Esq. June 1. Vardon, 
am 
Jongs. Franogs, Trafalgar sq, Scarborough. June 17. Turnbull & Oo, Scar- 


Jonzs, RoBERT, Hafod Gwytherin, Denbigh, Farmer. May 25. Jones, Llanrwst 


KIDDLE. —— ————— ond, Surrey, Retired Office Keeper, 
War Office. May 25. Davie, New inn 
Law, — Eny “a rd, Islington, ‘Gens. July 1. Hird, Portiand chambers, 
8 
Lawaxee, Maseas, Sherbourne ter, Cheltenham, Auctioneer. Junei. Jones, 


Card: 
a — Wit11aM WHITTINGHAM, Hilderstone, Stafford, Gent. June 15. Small, 


Laavan, Mant a —5— rd, Stamford hill. Junei. Wells, Paternosterrow 
— 8* RoBERT PaRrEN, Salford, Lancaster, Gent. June 30. Dixon, Man- 
Man.ow, FREDERICK JaMzs, Brooklands, Chester, Gent. May 90. Dixon, Man- 
ee ee al Bae June 6. Paine & Co, 

Ml 5 moGoyam, Treville st, Plymouth, Warehouseman. June 1, 


‘on: 
—— —— 





PWilts. June s0, Elwell, Highworth, Wilts 
Puen, Mons, Basiiiey, Havetced. Junei. Temple & Philpin, Kington, Here- 


Rivens, May Aw, Blenheim cres, Notting hill. June 14. Nicholls, Lincoin’s 


Supeare, GpAneae, Sinctieed, Mamshastes, Memutatenen. June6. A. &G. W. 
‘ox, Manchester 
svro Enea. Park view, Stretford, Manchester. Jane6. A. & G. W. Fox, 


Tompson, STEPHEN, Penn, Stafford. May 81. Fowler & Langley, Wolverhamp- 


ton 
Wiaqaus, RIOMARD, Olattwn Henllan, Denbigh, Labourer. May 2%. Jones, 
YuaLLow zy. Exizazeru, Cullercoats, Northumberland. June 1. Denison, New- 
castie-upon-Tyne 


London Gasette.—TuuspaY, May 3. 
Attrort, Joun, Birmingham, Undertaker. June 1, Ansell [& 


Broil Rota, Morecambe, Lancaster, Gent. May 28. Sharp & Son, Lan- 
Broa, Eowre Woolton, ur Liverpool, Gent. June 4. Thornley & Oameron, 
Brace, Jang, Woolton, nr Liverpool. June 4. Thornely & Cameron, Liverpool 
Cuacett, THomas WiiL1aM, Exmouth. June 2%. Smith & Co, Orediton 


Coarms, —— QCMsnea, Romford rd, Stratford, Gent. June 1. King, 
Coxer, James, Christchurch, New Zealand. Julyi. Payne & Fuller, Bath 
Cox, Harrret, Yeovil. May 3i. Phelps & Co, Gresham st 

Oummisozox, JOmZ, Oakley sq, Esq. June 14. Whittington & Oo, Bishopsgate 


DavatconD, Jans, Great Cumberland pl. June1. Newman & Co, Olement’s 
—— — THA, Kentwell Lodge, Highbury Now Park, Bilk Manufacturer. 


— Bazan — Lone Betton, Lisedin, Gent, May 0. Messop & 
FENTON, Birkby, nr Huddersfield, Gardener. June 4. Laycock & Oo, 
— Jaci, Stonyerot, nr Liverpool, Lancaster, Oooper: May 20. Lynch & 


Gnonos, Aiton, Gosport, Southampton, Gent June 1. Coaks & Oo, Norwich 


ot Sei tentaa Jane?, 
& Son, Sheffield 
Hace ead ny 9” Bra of, Exmouth. June %. Smith & Go, 


Hunats, RAcuEt, Draythen, Glamorgan. Junel. Lewis, Cardiff 
LIVERSIDGE, JonN, Bexley, Coach Maker. May 81, Marsh, Fen ct, Fenchurch st 
LouGwortTH, Hueu, Manchester. June 30. Dixon, Manchester 

Makin, Jonn, Liverpool, Stationer. June 15. Seaman, 


Liverpool 
Manzyat, Carmuarnn, Belgrave rd, South Belgravia. June3, M’Clellan, Bed- 


— Apeell © Ashford, 
Sarag, 


Moreton, HrraM, Dudley, Worcester, Innkeeper. May 18. Smith & Leech, 
NEWTON, * siae. Clapham Common, June U. Langham, Bartlett's 
Miomqees, Rowiamp HEusy, Newport, Mon, Esq. Junei. Davis & Lioyd, 
Honus, TLLIAM, Ashow, Warwick, Farmer. June %, Field & Sons, 
PUCKRIDGE, Y, Bulkington, Wilts, Farmer. May 31. Marshall; Devizes 
RicHaRrps, CuRist1an, York st, Choriton on Metlock, Manchester. June 80 
RICHARDSON, Penrith, Cumberland, Straw Merchant. April 29, 
Soorr. GzorGs, Hedley, Northumberland, Retired Innkeeper. June 1. Baty, 
SurLton, Wriit4M, Burton on Treut, Farmer, June 1. J & W J Drewsy, Burton 
Suason, EvizaBEeTu, Teignmouth, Devon, Juneé, Honey, Aldermanbury. 
Suumcest. Ener Etzssaere, Geloombe Regis, Devos. May 31. Summers, 
Smiru. Josepu, New John st West, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. June 1, 
— Ce te Wells, Esq. Jurei5. Alleyne & Walker, 
Surra, Mant Tonbridge Wells, June 15, Alleyne & Walker, Tonbridge Wells 
STALLARD, JAMES, Bath. Junei. Dixon, Bristol 

Sraunr, Henny Gzonon, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler, Jane 1, Ansell & 


To , Ww: W. 5 e 
WNDROW, ——— ALDOOK, Spencer st, Canonbury, Traveller. June 1 
Warns, Witt, 8. EROS May 14. Drawbridge & Rown- 


Wanrp, JONATHAN, , Fitter. May 18, Smith & Leech, Derby 
Waney, JOHN, Holwell, Dorset, Esq. May81. Dashwood, Sturminster Newton 
WHITEHEAD, ANN, Scarborough. May 16. Birdsall & Oross, 


Ww Roserr F 
— = BANCIS, Newport, Mon., Esq. June 1. Davis & Lioyd, 








WARNING TO INTENDING HOUSE PURCHASERS AND LEssEES.—Before 
ES 
ster (Estab. 1875), the 
FURNISH ON NORMAN & STACEY’ ;_N FE yey: 
Le 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette-—FRIDAY, May 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. | 
Austin, ewan, , Commission Agent. Kidderminster, Pet 
Besvcusns, HENRY — South st, Park lane, Gent. High Court. Pet Dec 
3, Jou, Peckham Rye, Van Proprietor. High Oourt, Pet April 16, Ord 








—— — High Court. Pet April 18. Ora 
Brown, Ely, Farmer. Peterborough. Pot May 3. Ord May 8 1 


Ord May 3 


[ees oe Northampton, Ale Agent. Leicester. Pet May 3. 
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———— Copthall bldgs, Stockbroker. High Court. Pet 
Jon, Glastoxbury, Somerset, Grocer. Wells. Pet May 3. Ord May 3 


Cua, . Cardigan, Ironmonger. Aberystwith. Pet 
rapes inn, Chancery lane, Selicitor. High Court. Pet 


Cumberland, Station Master. Whitehaven. Pet 


Danrgt, Dis: 
8. Ord May 3 
Cox, ‘ARD BurtToN, Epwarp Josuva Oox, and EseNezER me exo Westbourne 


er, swa' , Drapers. h Court. Pet May 8. 
—— Swansea, Tailor” Swansea. Pet fay 2. Gea May 2 


Drxox, Snetias Gusyems, Next Hall, Flint, Esq. Bangor. Pet May 4. Ord 


Dosyry, —_— Lewis, North Melvern, Worcestershire, Carriage Proprietor. 
Worerster. Pet May 2. Ord May 
E EpwarpD Mewar, Newqusy, —— Boot Manufacturer. Truro. 
Exrmoyex, Hi. 0 Ord Ma 
2. =. Bona st, Dealer in Works of Art. High Court. Pet 


Ev. a ana — ‘Whitehall place, Olerk. High Court. Pet May 4. Ord 
sage, ry Ord May 4. Bradford, Mattress Manufacturer, Bradford. Pet 

tag he —— urge, We A ha) Exchange, Coleman st, Merchant. High 
Frost, BL EES Isaac, — Y Stoke Newington, Boot Salesman. High 
— — Watton, B recon, Baker. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet May 4. Ord 
— em Awre, Gloucestershire, Farmer. Gloucester. Pet May 4. 
— — Brick lane, Bethnal Green, Draper. High Court. Pet April 


us, J JOunN, Leather Dealer. Leeds. Pet May 2. Ord May 2 

Hutty, Rrcwarp, Lancaster, Ale Merchant. Preston. Pet May 3. Ord May 3 
Hunt, Jonny, Aldham, Essex, Builder. Colchester. Pet May 2. Ord May 2 

J. ALFRED —2 AMowvsl Leicestershire, Hay Dealer. Leicester. 
—28 ey, y e ce 

Kuxworray, Lewis, Bo i. Bewdley, Worcestershire, Licensed Victualler. Kidder- 

—, = —— — Bani, Weelsby, ineolas hire, Nautical Instrument Maker. 

—— May 3. Ord May 

— = oa ACKSON, Norton, + EA Traveller. Sheffield. Pet 

— Ana, Bistior CarEY, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Chemist. Tredegar. Pet 

ina tetas aoe Reading, no occupation. Reading. Pet April17. Ord April 30 

er Joun, Birmingham, Builder. Birmingham. Pet May3. Ord May 3 


RICHARDS, ick’s lane, Hi; te, Confecti Bir- 
bags oO —**. — 8 ghga ectioner. Bir 
“a N m Canes, nr | Baker. Walsall. Pet May 3, 


Rucnanneos, yy Me Edge Hill, nr Liverpool, Boot Factor. Liverpool. 


eet ‘Woodalling, Norfolk, Butcher, Norwich. Pet May 3. Ord 
OHN AL¥RED, Falcon rd, Bat: Ch W: rth. 
— 9 re am x * tersea, eesemonger. ‘andswo 
wa . thwark Bridge rd, Hairdresser. High Court. Pet 
Trms, — ~ red b Pg ares Builder. Ulverston and Barrow in Furness 
Writamon, Jan women a lass Dealer. York. Pet May 3. Ord May 8 
—222 CHARLES EDWARD FosBrRooxke, Water lane, Lower 
st, —— Agente, High Court, Pet April 13. Ord May 2 
The following amended notice is — ed that published in the 
London Gazette of A 
CoLLins, Victor 


1cTOR EmILiaN MicHazt, 0: chem, taba ks, out of business. Stockto: 
on Tees and Middlesborough. Pe April rk ous of bu er 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


pan bet, olltioe, Kidderminsct Commission Agent. May 13at2, Miller Cor- 


Burton on the Wolds, Leicester, Farmer. 14 at 12. 

26, Friar lane, _ 
BusWELL, Sulby, Northampton, Ale Agent. May 17 at 12. 28, Friar 
Cowan, DANIEL. Cumberland, Station Master. May 17 at 12, Off 
61, Duke st, Whitehaven 
Davies, — Swansea, Tailor. May 16 at 11. Off Rec, 6, Rutland st, 
Da Byax, Merthys Tydfil, Licensed Victualler. May 13 at 3. Off Rec, 
— omg North Malvern, Carriage Proprietor. May 17 at 11. 
Tatas Hugs. Grahom rd, Hackney, Cabinet Maker. May 13 at 12. 


Hon, Gayo Llmcoi's Builder. May 18 at 10. Townhall, Colchester 
Jackson, GEORGE, New Clee, Lincoln, Fisherman. May 18 at 12.30. Off Rec, 3, 


Haven st, Gt Grims | 
———— Mowsley, Leicester, Hay Dealer. May 16 at 12. 28, | 
ST — —— 

ent 14 at 11.30. Off 

— ———— er. May 14a 


Kner, Comins, Pasir lane, Essex, Manager. May 13 at 11. Bankruptcy 
— mg creel — Victualler. May 13 at 2.15. 
—— "as: 17at 12. Off Rec, Figtree lane, 
—5 —— reek Croydon. May 18 at 3. 109, Victoria st, West- 
— —————— nr Borne , Yorks, Engine Driver. May 16 at 11. 
AMES Goopaacr, Sh Sheffield, Watchmaker. May 17 at 1. Off Rec, 

iam Bonthose, Draper. May 1¢at1. 166, Queen st, Portsea 
— a, Middlesboroush Tees, Grocer. May 13 at il. Off Rec 
Pasatas, Ta Sy lly ote Cheltenbam, Dental Surgeon. May 14 





net ep, Werteataste Bridge rd, Tailor. May 13 at 2.90. 33, Carey st, 
8 
PRICKEID THOMAS, Milford Haven, Grocer. May 18 at® Off Reo, 11, Quay st, 


—_ as Dalling, Norfolk, Butcher. May 14 ati. Off Rec, 8, King 
° 
Sumer, 8 — ——— Queen’s rd, Peckham. May 13 at 12. 38, Carey st, 
ncol:’s 
SPuRR. Thee eh King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Ironfounder. May 13 at 10. Court house, 


2's Lynn 
Stow, JosEPH_ HOLGaTE, Leeds, Shop Manager. May 13 at 11. Off 
Rec, 31 33 ⸗ 


Tne row, 
TAYLor, hscnamp © ARTER, Oxford st, Licensed Victualler. May 13 at 12, Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, —— inn fields 


Tenens. RicHAkD, Penylon, Carn, Farmer. May 20at11. Madryn Arms, Chwi- 


Tort, Bi. 2, Xgulereare, Derbyshire, Blacksmith. May 14 at 3. Rutland Arms 
Wears, Ti roxas, Gt Wakering, Essex, Butcher. May 14 at 10.60, Shirehall, 
Chelmstf 
— Jamas, York, Glass Dealer. May 17 at 12. Off Rec, 17, Blake st, 
weediee Cant Epwakrp. Chariton, Kent, Engineer’s Draughtsman. May 13 at 12. 
109, Victoria st, Westminster 
a 0 UDICATIONS. 
Austin, Epwarp, Kidderminster, Commission Agent. Kidderminster. Pet 
April 7. Ord April 15 


Davies, DANIEL, Swansea, Tailor. Swansea. Pet May2. Ord May 2 
— Ly ey Grirries, Nant Hall, Flintshire, Esq. Bangor. Pet May 4. 


— ? — Newquay, Cornwall, Boot Manufacturer. Truro. 
et Ma: 
— 5 sano HAIsTEAD, *pradford, Mattress Manufacturer. Bradford. Pet 
es ‘Ord Ma 
: , JOSEPH, Wincanton, Somersetshire, Boot Manufacturer. Yeovil. 
Pet April 12. Ord May 8 
Gonwes, BS eng Watton, Brecon, Baker. Merthy Tydfil. Pet May 4. Ord 


Hi, JOuN, Leeds, Leather Dealer. Leeds. Pet May2. Ord May 2 
Hiticoat, CHARLES Henry, Liverpool, Mariner, Liverpool. Pet March 1. 


Ord May 2 
Hupson, RoBert Bouton, Leece, nr Ulverston, Farmer. Ulverston and Bar- 


row in Furness. Pet Ap ril 29. Ord May 3 
HULttiy, RICHARD, PR an tng Ale Merchant. Preston. Pet May 3. Oad May 8 


Hunt, Joun, Aldham, Essex, Builder. Colchester. Pet May?2. Ord May 2 
aw JOHN, Bingham, Notts, Farmer. Nottingham. Pet April 6. Ord 
a 


LEWABTOM, Ex14s Ropert, Fulbeck, Lincolnshire, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet 


April 19. Ord —~, 
Luwnpy, J. eelsby, , Te Nautical Instrument Maker. Gt 


AMES 
— Pet sacts Ys 3. Ord May 3 
eae ACKSON, Norton, Derbyshire, Traveller. Sheffield. Pet 


May 
NICHOLS, —— _- + Plasterer. Leicester. Pet April 16. Ord April 30 


OncmsnP, "Ord May 4 CaREY, Ebbw Vale, Mon., Chemist. Tredegar. Pet 
a . 
—— > as = RicHARD, Chichester, Tailor. Brighton. Pet April 15. Ord 


May 4 
Ricuarps, THoMas, Main te ck’s lane, Highgate, Confectioner. Bir- 
— Pet May 2. Ord y 2 
‘> pet May 8 Ord Ma —— Canes, nr Cannock, Steffordshire, Baker. Walsall. 
e 
Ricuarpson, Titus J —— “Edge Hill, nr Liverpool, Boot Factor. Liverpool. 
Pet May 2. Ord Ma 
—— JoHN, Wood » Norfolk, Butcher. Norwich. Pet May 3. Ord 
SHAND, JOHN Avanos eae Pum: Tem; Barrister. High Court. 
Pet March 18. Ord M ; — — 
— *54 A. J High Court. Pet Dec V. Ord 


— ree Circus pl, Finsbury, Surveyor. High Oourt. Pet Mar 


10. Ord May 4 
Snow, RicHARD CHARLES PEARCE, Catherine Seething lane, Merchant. 
High Court. Pet March1. Ord May 2 * 
— “Exons 8 — Lombard st, Financial Agent. High Court, Pet Jan 
° a 
Truss, JOnN, Mestow in , Lancashire, Builder. Ulverston and Barrow in 
Furness. Pet April 22. Ord May 4 


bebe 5" eee St James’s pl, 8t James’s. High Court. Pet Feb 10, Ord 
Waray Guanes, Wavertree, nr Liverpool, Gent. Liverpool. Pet April6. Ord 


a 
W1111ansow, James, York, Glass Dealer. York. Pet May3. Ord May 3 
The following Smeaton 6 eras for that published in the 
London Gazette of 19. 
CoLLtins, Victor EMInian Mr Suen. Coathen: orks, cat CE pasinene. Stockton 
on Tees and Middlesborough. Pet April i4. Ord April 14 
London Gagette.—TuEsDAY, May 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
RENT, JoHN ALFRED, Leicester, Joiner. Leicester. Pet May 4. Ord May 4 


Br Wim, St. Apne’s on the Sea, Iancs, out of business. Preston. 
Pet May 5. Ord mor 5 

BRYXAXE. EDWARD, — Welle, Furniture Dealer. Tunbridge Wells. Pet 
May 6. Ord May 


Buexk, CHARLES ‘Wasnt, Morden rd, Blackheath, Civil Engineer. Greenwich. 
eet May 5. Ord 1 A 
* Eaichorongn, Lancs, Grease Manutfac- 


BUTTERWOTH, JAMES, 


turer. Oldham. Pet 6, ‘Ord May 6 
Coats, THomas, Leeds, ham Bet Say Leeas. Pet May6. Ord May 5 


e—i * —— 7 egg Cambs, Veterinary Surgeon. Peterborougl. 


Daws Sige aaa bane mR Scarborough. Pet May 7. Ord 
gone! Bea erga gman Bradford. Pet May 6. 


DrvalLL, Hever. 5 
14 * Edenbridge, Kent, Farmer. Tunbridge Wells. 

Prevotm, bwin 3, keee Meee. High Court. Pet March 26. Ord May 4 

Rouge, has Forges Pawdteintolen, Carnarvonshire, Butcher. Bangor. 


Ord 
Nessa Dumell, Debyahive, Labourer. Derby. Pet May 4. Ord 
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Faungm, | im Brighton, Lodging House Keeper. Brighton. Pet May 7. 
— hig - ; Bedford hill, Balham, no ocoupetion. Wandsworth, Pet 
——— Battng 1 Canning Town, Tailor. High Court, Pet May 6. 
Houngn, RICHARD, Leominster, Innkeeper. Leominster. Pet May 6. Ord 
JONES, —— Wan ———— Soho, Staffordshire, Iron Merchant. Oldbury. Pet 
MastEns, Jou, Sittingbourne, Barge Builder. Rochester, Pet May 5 Ord 
Maynarp, Henry N., and —— youn Oooxs, FF chmbrs, Victoria 
st, En ourt. Pet A 


Ord 6 

Mocny, WALES, Great reat Grimsby, . Great Grimsby. 
pri t y 

Moons, 3 Aas, — rer By Mon, Wheelwrisht. Tredegar. PetMay 6. Ord 


Nrowo14, Puepsnt CK CHARLES. Fonntein, ct, Aldermanbury, Warehouseman. 


h Court. “Pet May 5. * Ord May 
Nixon, GzEorGE . LUTHER Nixon and J GiteERT BRaxxs, Rugeley. 


Ironfounders. Stafford. Pet M May 7 
Purest, ee | as THomas, Card ——— Newport, Mon. Pet 
y Ord 
—— Ans, Birkdale, cama! Lodging-house Keeper. Liver- 


ARTHU. 8 Great 
rey * reat Grimsby, Smack Owner. Grimsby. 


, Upton by Severn, Worcestershire, Baker. Worcester. Pet 


Ord Ma: 
>, Sessoms, Rouse, Coleman st, Financial Agent. High Court. Pet 
— * — — Yarmouth, Grocer, Great Yarmouth. Pet May 5. 
Gurre, Twostas Burma, Leods, eut of business. Leeds. Pet May 7. Ord 


Tuomas Gronox, Newport, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon. Pet May 7. Ord 
— ee at, Strand, Publisher. High Court. Pet May 6. 
TOWELL, JANE, Newton Abbott, General Shop Keeper. Exeter. Pet May 5. 


Tro, 2 oS —5 on Thames, Contractor. Kingston, Surrey. Pet March 
Tuuwat, Roms? Suny, Plymouth, Fish Buyer. East Stonehouse. Pet May 


Ord May 
TunwuR, THOMAS, "carlisle, General Dealer. Carlisle. Pet May 5. Ord May 5 


Vere, I RicHARD Marte WxiceE1o, Lothbury, Clerk. High Court. Pet April 


Ord May 5 
Wace, Mintha, Sheffield, Draper. Sheffield. Pet May5. Ord May 5 
WALLACE, My eee Aldersgate st, Paper Merchant. High Court. Pet May 5. 


WaLLwortH, Hurry, Margate, Coach Builder, Canterbury. Pet May 4. Ord 


Watson, Osporn Huey, Dover, Draper. Canterbury. Pet May7. Ord May 7 
Woop, Cartes, York, Builder. York. Pet April 30. Ord May 6 

FIRST MEETINGS, 
BEnT, JoHN AtFrep, Leicester, Joiner. May 18 at 11. 28, Friar lane, Leicester 


—— * St Anne’ on the Sea, Lancs, out of business. May 17 at 
Couuty Court, Blackburn 
Buown, | RoseErt, Bly, Gambe, Farmer. May 26 at 12. County Court, Peterboro’ 


BUTTERWORTH, JAMES, Ciageewocd, nr Littleborough. Lanes, Grease Maker. 
——— 19 at 3.30. ‘townhall, Rochdale 

CADDELL, AROHIB AIM WILLIAM, Clerkenwell green, Licensed Victualler. May 
19 at 11. Bankraotey bl Portugal st, Lincoln’s ion 

Carn, GEORGE, sen, St Neote, Innkeeper. May 23 at10. 8, 8t Paul’s sq, Bedford 


CHADDERTON, WILLIAM, Newton Heath, Lancs, General Dealer. May 17 at 11.30. 
Rec, Ogden’s chbes, Bridge st, Manchester 
Currrers, Jos, Glastonbury, Somerset, Grocer. May 18 at 230. Off Rec, 
—— man Say ing Plaistow, Essex, Engineer. May 18 at 2.30. 33, Oarey 
OravBinn, JORN, Gt Grimsby, Hairdresser. May 18 at 1. Off Reo, 8, Haven at, 
Co ‘THO Aberystwi Cardiganshire, WW at 2. 
LLINS, —— th, Ironmonger. May 
Davies, WILLIAM, gham, Corn Merchant. May 1 at 41. Off Rec, Bir- 
wm. 
Davis, — Hersham, Surrey, Farmer. May 20 at1.00. Boar Hotel, Esher 
——— ne Bigwere, N Cornwall, Boot Manufacturer. May 19 at 2. 
EskRI * — ——— Lancashire, 
Built iljere. May 7 at 3. Gate, 8 — 


—————— Rance Cheshire, uilder. My 20 11.80. Court House, 


Upper Bonk st, 
Toma, ra CLAUDIUS BRAMBALL, Carl 
a’ 








RoBERTSON, Ro: 
et May 
y ~ 4 
May 7. 
SCHOFIELD. 


ton rd, Kilburn, out of business. May 


Forp. Wrasse. D ge ty May 19 at 12. Off Ree, St. 
* J er. 
James's chbrs, 





Foorsn, 1S,A0 HALSTRAD, Bradtord, Mattress Manufacturer. Mey 17 $18. Of 
ec, 31, Manor row, B ‘ord 
— aShay 20 903. Of Reo, 95, Viworia oe Livery Commission Merchants. 
Hants sXD, Wit114M, Awre, Gloucestershire, Farmer. May 17 at 3.30. Off Rec, 
Hriz, Jou, Leeds, Leather Dealer. May 18 at 11, Off Ree, 22, Park row, 
HUMPHREY, JOHN Herne hill, Schoolmaster. May 18 at 11. 
— See tenn, Hemp Merchants. 
Caledonien rd, Bookbinder. May 19 at 
_ Bed Manufacturer. May 16 at 12. 
LEECH, Bexley, Kent, Builder. May 18 at 11, 33, Carey st, 
Marr, Sava Ton anes, Weviog, Sette ether. May 17 at u. Of | 
= Suecingbonthe, Berge Bolider. May 19 at 11.80, Off ‘Rec, High 
— —— caine, May ar et 12, Bankruptcy bidgs, Lin- 


ins 


Photographer. May 19 at aa. Off Reo, 
May 2% atii. 8, St. Paul's sq, Bedford 
PEARSON, Racy Gapnen, Fesest Rete, Gove Cheatin, May 17 at 12. 38, 
—— * Gity Garden row, Islington, out of business. May 19 at 12. 
Puyon, Gzou0s, and ALgmAD Tottenham, Builders. May 17 at 


—— Baker. 28 at 10.45. Off 
= — feston Canes, a May 





Ricuaspeow, Trrve Joux, Bdge nr Liverpool, Boot Factor. May 19 at 3. 
RoBINSON, GEORGE, ink . May 20 at 11, Off Reo, Birming- 
— — Upten on Severn, Worcestersbire, Baker, May 21 at u. Off 
mare, — Soap Manufacturer, May 17 at 11. Off 
—————— Catherive ct, Seething lane, Mer hant. 

—— 83, Carey st. 's inn * * ed 


ta G0 A . May ei at 12, Off Rec, 12, Tredegar 
Tuoxas, Sipwey, Godolphin nd Jeweller. May 19 at 11. Bank- 
— eas ee ee Farmer. May 19 at 1. 
General Shop Keeper. May 19 at 11. 

Tonwan, Tac Dealer. May 17 at 12. Off Reo, 84, Fisher st, 
Usnanwoon, Omanens, Demy tame, Grose. May 17 at 11. 88, Carey st, Lincoin’s 
WALLWO! Husgt, Margot, Coachbuilder. May 18 at 11.30, Bankruptcy 
Ww. Se May 11 at 2. Off Reo, 35, 


me 
—— —— a See ch Pahre Meta oe May 18 at 
—— Work Wallen May vt atte 


——B— ——— 

Joꝛs, WiL114M, Bangor, Plumber. May 20 at2. Off Reo, Chester 
' | AJUDICATIONS. 

Batt, W1t114M, Worcester, Milliner. Worcester. Pet Apr 2. Ord May 5 
BLaMines, EDWARD, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Weaver. Bradford. Pet Apr2i., Ord 
— FoR, Beckham Rye, Furatre Van Propeatr. High Court. Pet Apr 
ee High Court. Pet Apris, Ord 

— —— Haste, 8 Bench walk, Barrister at Law. High 
aaah ty —— Preston. Pet May 
Brown, Ropert, Ely, Cambs, Farmer. Peterborough. Pet May 2, Ord May 6 





Nors V. 
2. Ord May5 
Coats, THomas, Bookseller, Leeds. Pet May 5. ——— 


Coormn. — GREGORY, 
Pet May 5. Ord 
— * ——— Ba Se a Be Station Master. gre hangs Pet 
— Epwanp, Henley on Thames, Tailor. Reading. Pet Aprili4. Ord 
— — Scarborough. Pet May 7. Ord 
— — Yorks, Cabinet Maker. Bradford. Pet May 6. 
Doamerox, CEE. Gracochurch ot, Adventining Agent High Court. Pet Feb 
Foun, Wistam, Derbyshire, Labourer, Derby, Pet May 4. Ord 
Faunce, Ermsazare, Brighton, Lodging Mouse Keapes. Brighton. Pet May 6. 
Gnome May 8 King sq, Clerkenwell, Jeweller. High Court. Pet March 19 
— — Leominster, lankeeper. Leominster. Pet May 6. Ord 
— — —————— 
moet — , Smack Owner. Great Grimsby. Pet April 18. 
Moore, JaMEs, Abergavenny, Mon., Wheelwright. Tuedegar. Pet May 6. 
a ot Aldermanbury; Warehouseman. 


Nicu —5 CHARLES, 
irs —— 
Payne, Whitesmith. Be@ford. Pet April %. Ord May 5 


“Photographer. Newport, Mon. Pet 


Gt Grimsby, Smack Owner. Gt Grimsby. Pet 
ivan rd, Bnaresbrook, Ship Broker. igh Court, Pet 
; Yarmouth, Grocer. Gros} Yarmouth. Pot May 
— Bradford, Soap Maker. Bradford. Pet April 26. 
BuimEr, Leeds, out of business. Leeds. Pet May 7. Ord 
Newport, Mon., Grocer. Newport, Mon. Pet May %. Ord 
‘TURNER, Carlisle, General Dealer. Carlisle. Pet May 5. Ord May 5 
Wacetarr, AGSTAFF, MARTA, Sheffield, Draper. Sheffield. Pot May 5. Ord May 6 






7 





coln’s 
Oo” oN , and Huxex 
Hass, Honea EILL SHAW, oe ee rer 


| Want0x, Jou, Shefleld, Plasterer ‘ShieMtield. Pot April?, Ord May 5 


‘Ebbw Valo, Mon, Uhomist. May 1¢et 1%. 


Mary Awx, Birkdale, Lancs, Lodging House Keeper. Liverpool. 
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W. Hauwaer, Margate, Coachbuilder. Canterbury. Pet May 4. Ord 


‘Wasson, Osponn Henry, Dover, Draper. Canterbury. Pet May 7. Ord May7 


‘Waqge>, Joum, Highgate bil, Dairyman. High Oourt. Pet March 81. Ord 
Wataee Joan. Lowes, Busser, Saddler. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet April 
Waxiwoon, Ronarr, Wigan, Grocer. Wigan. Pet April 2i. Ord May 6 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 
Harpmay, Benszaurn, Milnrow, Lancs, Innkeeper. Oldham. 
Annul May 4 


Ww, Adjud Feb 7. 








SALES OF teat WEEK. 


* 17.—Mesers. DepENnAaM, Tewson, Farmer, & BRIDGEWA’ atthe Mart, 
p.m., Leasehold Shops and Dovclling tons {Houses (see — — ‘April 80, 


y 18.—Messrs. Epwins Fox Bousriat, at the Mart. at 2 p.m., Freehold and 


(see advertisement. a os 7, Ap — 4). 
— — CLARE, & , atthe Mart, at 2 p.m., 


‘AREBROTHER, ELLIS, 

Rent (see advertisement, May t:p. p. 4). 
May 18.—Messrs. F. Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 

Leasehold freed vertisement, —— on 4). 
18.—Messrs. E. & pram, atthe Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property (see 
— —— the Mart, at 1 p.m., Freehold Property (see 
19.—Mr. WALTER th — — atthe Mart, at 1p.m., Freehold Properties (see 
bg pe Es om at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Building Site 
May 20.—Messrs. ELLs + Bo, at the Mart, at 2p.m., Freehold Property (see 
advertisement, May 7, p. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHs. 
ALLEN. py 1, at Sloane-street, the wife of Wilfred Baugh Allen, barrister-at- 


law, of 
BEtu.—! 1, at Cromwell-road, 8.W., the wife of William J: Bell, be 
way of a daughter sae oo om 





4 i 


STE ARO wm ccucniuin adseiis iw tak vias se Wiles wal 
a son. 
— 1, gardens, 8.W., the wife of William James 
Brooks, barrister-at- 
— May’, st Petcreld, the wite of Thomas Caper, soictor, of a 
daug’ 
CoLiiE. 2 30, at Cults, Aberdeen, the wife of J. Younger Collie, advocate, 


ota 
—— 8, at Darnley-road, W., the wife of Frederick Hatton, of Strand, 


of a daughter. 
—— 8, at Grosvenor- 8.W., the wife of id G. Marsden, 
_ —— road, e of Reginal 
MENTEATH. 


pi. nb Weltingten, Bow Soviend, the wile ot Aatiew Agnew 
teath, ww, of a daughter. 
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